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UNPREJUDICED READER. 



4A HE Gospel having been given to the Chil- 
dren of men b) the written word of God, in which 
the scriptures designed for their instruction, through 
the too critical enquiries of natural men, have been 
perverted, in not applying to themselves those plain 
and revealed truths designed for the instruction of a 
spiritual growth in the souls of men, have led them 
to such differences in spritual things, that the na- 
tural man being left to itself, destitute of that spi- 
rital discerning necessary to the application of sa- 
ving truths, the want of which in reading these fol- 
lowing sheets may not be so acceptable as it hath been 
(to many) that hath relished and savoured of this au- 
thor's writings, who through a hearty zeal to the 
souls of others, have encouraged the printing of 
this book ofJVIr. David Culy s, late of Gfu/hum, 
near Wisbeach, in the Isle of Ely, Cambridgeshire, 
that whoever reads it may find the sam^ u netit 
in all saving knowledge, through Christ Jesus ouy 
Lord and Saviour. Amen, 
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Amongst my distracted thoughts 

This morning as I lay, 
I to my master sought. 

My straying thoughts to stay ; 
But much ado I had. 

To call these wanderers home, 
Sut that they may he read, 

I think to write them down» 



atHOUGHT of that word. Gen. i. 1, " In flie 
beginning God created the heavens and the 
«arth." I propounded to myself a question, thus : 
The beginning of what ? The beginning of that un- 
speakable and glorious essence I knew it could not 
4)e, so that I see it was the beginning of his works, 
so, consequently, the beginning of all things that 
tHremade here. I stood amazed to think what infi- 
nite wisdom there must be in God, to have all the 
whole creation of heaven and earth, and all tha. 
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\vhole government and management, from first t* 
last, all ready settled in his unchangeable will. 
Eph. 1. 11, Acts 15 18, Prov. 3.19, 20, Isa. 45. 12, 
The heavens and their hosts have their courses, the 
angels their numbers and their offices ; men their 
numbers, their acts, their ends; his gifts natural 
and spiritual, his word, ordinances, and means, all 
was ready settled in his will and knowledge. The 
doctrine is this : That the beginning of time was the 
beginning of God's working, and the beginning of 
God*s working was the beginning of God's revealing 
of his will, settled in himself from all eternity, Psal. 
10. 2. Day unto day uttereth speech, and night 
unto night sheweth knowledge. I thus comment 
upon it : Had man been created the first day, (as 
angels were) he might have seen every evening what 
was reserved in the will of God the evening before, 
for day unto day declare it, till the six days work 
was finished, the seventh day'at even, Adam might, 
(I suppose) Psal. 40« 12, see in his fall the will of 
God in respect of government and providence, and 
so to the world's end. Day unto day, and night unto 
nighutter cth k nowledge in respect of us, and not in 
respect of God, Acts xv. 18. Known unto God are 
all his ways or works from the beginning of the 
world, which is spoken in respect of his government, 
"which is, according to his will, settled before the 
world was, and not of the things that are made, for 
then he must -know things by sight, as we do^ and 
so consequently, know no more than we do, which 
is no less than blasphemy ; for, if God must see all 
things done before he knows it, or if fae must look 
outof himself to know any thing, then. 

First, We make him like ourselves. 

•Secondly, We deny his fore-knowledge« 
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Thirdly, We deny him that which the heathens 
mil not rob their gods of. To do this is heathenism, 
if not worse, for they have their good and evil dae- 
mons. But if it be demanded whether God's will is 
in every action in respect of governing the world, 
as in creating of it, I answer yea; I argue thus: 

First, If God knew his works from the beginning 
of the worlds he must know it some way ; he must 
know it either by looking in himself, or out of him- 
self. We will sum up all with this : God saw Adam 
before he was made. How did God know that there 
would be an Adam ? God knew that all the world 
shonld fall in him. How did God know that there 
would be a foederal covenant made with him? 

Secondly^ God knew that there would be no pro- 
mise made to Adam to uphold him in that covenant. 

Thirdly, How did God know that there would 
be no promise given him to uphold him \ It must 
be answered, God knew his own will, Eccl. iii. 14., 
Eph. i. 11. And so in respect of every thing. The 
Lord knew that Pharoah would not let the people 
go ; but how knew he that? because he would harden 
his heart, Exod. 4. 2. The Lord knew that Cyrus 
would let his people go out of their captivity ; but 
how did God know that? He knew it, because he 
knew he would give him power and will to do it^ 
Isa. 45. 1, 2, 3, 4. And so much for this point; 
Now in respect of the elect of God in particular, 

know saith God to Abraham, that he will com- 
mand his children, signifying all his elect. Gal, 
8. 7. that they shall keep the way of the Lord. 

Qiust. How did he know that? He knew. it, be« 
cause he would write his law in their hearts, Jer> 
81. 33. Heb. 8. 10. Jen 29. 10, 11. So much for Ih^ 
jKUowledge of God. 
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ObJ. But it may be objected, God leaving Adam 
to his own will, did not that prove that Got left the 
government of the creature 'to itself? 

AnstV' First, If God had left Adam to his own 
will, to have performed the law of nature only (as a 
Beast) with promise of a reward, or a threat of 
punishment, much might have been; therefore a 
beastly objection. But, 

Secondly, God giving him a law with a promise 
of reward, and a threat of punbhment, by this 
God manifested his power as a governor and a law- 
giver. 

Thirdlif, Had not God left Adam to his own 
will, his obedience could not properly have been 
his >own. 

Fourthly, Had not God left him to his ovm will, 
but had given him a promise to uphold him, his 
fault in eating could not have been his own neither^ 
but his diat had promised him assistance, and did 
not : so there was need tliat Adam should be left to his 
own will ; for if he obeyed, he obeyed his goveT«- 
por*s will ; and if he fell, he fell in the hands of hi^ 
jovemor, and to his disposing. 

Fifthly, If he had not been left to his own wili« 
God could not justly have condemned him. 

Sixthly, Nor Acuun could not justly have con* 
denuied himself. 

Seventhly, Had God given Adam a promise of 
lipholding, ai^d not left him to his own will, satan 
assaulting pf Adam, had assaulted God* as in the 
case of every believer, so he could not justly have 
overcome him, Zach. 2. 8. or God must falsify his 
promise. 

Eightly, Dad be not been left to bu own will. 
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^<tbat tvaft free) he had not been left in the simiH- 
lude of God; for he having the liberty of his will^ 
to will freely, uncapable of being forced, was a glo« 
Hous image of God. The next thing in order is^ 
^ho this world was created for? and who it wai 
jnadeby? 

FtrsU It was made for him to whom all is com- 
mitted, which is Jesus Christ, Col. 1. 16. Cor. 8. 6* 
Heb. 1. a. 

Secondly y It was created by Jesus Christ, not 
only for hini^ but by him. Col. 1. 16. Heb. 1. 2« 
John 1. 3. Both these points being proved, I be- 
gin the amplification of the first; the doctrine 
shall be the words of th^ scriptures i all things that 
has been made in time has been made for Jesua 
Christ, whether it was heaven, whether it was an-^ 
gels, whether it was the earth and its fulness, whe- 
ther it was Adam,, whether it was the covenant 
tnade with him, whether it wa& the law upon Mount 
^inai ; all things were made for him and by hinu. 
If all things were made for Jesus Christ, then Jesu» 
Christ must be before aH things, Col. 1. 17, and he \i 
before all things, (saith the apostle) and by him all 
things consist. Now more particularly; if all 
things, than angels were made for him. Why^ 
what need had he of angels? Heb. 1. 14. are they 
not all ministering spirits ? He stood in need of 
them to serve, and that was all, therefore no reward 
for their services, but their delight in their services*. 

Secondly^ Men were made for Jesus Christ alsQ« 
not for themselves ; it could not be for any good 
he saw in them before existence, but only alone for 
Jfesus Christ; it was not '>r any good he saw ihea^ 
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needed, nor any good they should enjoy by it that 
moved God to create them, but only and alone for 
Jesus Christ, all other motives were too low to 
move him, only Jesus Christ, all things were made 
for him; let us learn to bless Jesus Christ, the 
cause of our creation, for we were created for him, 
not for ourselves, but for him only, Isa. 54. 5. 
Let us forget the shame of our youth, for our Ma- 
ker is our husband. We were made for him alone, 
which is more than Eve could say by her husband ; 
though she was made for him, she was not made by 
him. Was Eve made of him? Yet she was not 
made by him ; but we are made for him, and we are 
made by him, and we are made of him, Eph. 5. 39^ 

Thirdly, If all things were made for Jesus Christ, 
then the covenant made with Adam was made for 
Jesus Christ. Thus I argue : if Adam was a sha- 
dow, or the figure, then Jesus Christ was the sub- 
stance.. Now here layeth the matter wherein Adam 
was a shadow of Christ. 

First, In his creation he was made in the like- 
ness of God, Gen. 1. 27. so God created man in 
his own image ; and if all things were made by him« 
then Jesus Christ, God-man, made Adam in his 
own image, male and female created he them. Matt. 
i 19. 4, 5. He created them male and female in one 
body, and called their name Adam, Geo. 5. 2. in 
the day that he created them. So when Jesus 
Christ made Adam, he made him in his own image, 
male and female, undistinguished^ but one body, 
till distinguishec) into distinct persons, but yet but 
•one body and one flesh. 

So when Eve was taken out of Adam, it did not 
4ake her out of relation to his body^ but only made 
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distinct persons, distinguished by sexes ; and their 
communion is a communion of persons and sexes, 
but yet but one body, and but one flesh, by con- 
jugal covenant. 

So Jesus Christ, when the members of his body 
were distinguished, being set up in Adam, it did 
not seperate them from his body, nor from his flesh# 
but in order to have communion with them by ano* 
ther way. 

Secondly 9 In that the man is not of the woman, 
but the woman is of the man, 1 Cor. 11. 7, 8, 9^ 
And if the woman be the glory of the man, then if 
Jesus Christ had not had the matter of a woman 
considered and set up in him ever since he was 
Jesus Christ, he had been short of Adam's 
glory. For Adam was created with his glory or 
image in him, which was his wife. 1 Cor. 11. 7. 

Thirdly, Had not Jesus Christ been the 'whole 
body, as Adam was, the church could not have 
been so nigh to Christ as Eve was to Adam. 

Fourthly, Had not the church been as near to 
Christ when she was created, as £ve was to Adam 
when she was taken out of him, she was short of 
the glory of Eve, for Eve had a head already in 
covenant for her, that had he stood, she could 
never have perished whatsoever she had done« As 
touching this point, let us observe, that Eve was 
not taken out of Adam when God made eovenaut 
with him. Gen. 2. 17. But of the tree of the know- 
ledge of the good and evil thou shalt not eat of it; 
for in the day that thou eatest thereof thou shalt 
s«rcly die. The very next words, v. 18. And the 
Lord God said it is not good for man to be aiou^ 
Vw 20, 21, compare. So it appears plainly .that 
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First, In respect of esteem or honour. The 
fijst hoiiv uv ouf nature b^d )aiid indeed the great- 
est) was to be taken in relation to God, which was 
in being taieen into personal union with the son of 
God, 2. Pet. 1. 17. 

Secondly^ Our nature being thus united to the 
Son of God, which was his heir, was made Lord of 
all by inheritance, Heb. 1. 2^ 4. Psal. 8. 3, 4. Heb, 
2. 6. 7, 8. Oh infinite wisdom ! Oh infinite coun- 
cil ; if thou Lord has said, what is man ? surely I 
have reason to cry out, what is man ? 

Now if our nature has been thus honoured and 
esteemed of God in Christ, then the whole body 
has been honourable, but the former is true, also 
the latter, Isa. 43. 4. since thou ^ast precious in 
my sight thou hast been honourable, and I have 
loved thee. Prov. 8. 22. Compare with v. 30, 81. 
The Lord possessed me, v. 22. Our nature was 
possessed. And in v. 30. I was daily his delight. 
V. 31. Rejoicing in the habitable part of his earth. 
Here he rejt)ices ia the habitable part of his earth, 
the Lord possessing of him, as v. 22. He inhabits 
the habitable part of his earth, which is the elect 
sons of men. So we see plainly that the whole 
body Avas set up together as sucli. Psal. 139. 15. 
My substance wag; not hid from thee, v; 16. their 
eyes did see my substance yet being unperfect; 
and in thy book all my members were written^ 

Secondly y If he was set up in offices, the whole 
body must be considered in him ; for what offices 
could he have without a body I Therefore he was 
Lord of life, not only Lord of a spiritual life, but of a 
natural life also. John 5. 26. So hath he given to 
jtfxe Sod to have life in hiniseli^ John I. 4. In him 
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^as life, and the life was the light of men. From 
4vhence I assert that the spirit or soul was the first 
of life, or the original of life, Col. 1. 15. or the first- 
bom of every creature, or the substance of every 
creature, as the French translation v^ill allow. 
Rev. 3. 14. The beginning of the creation of God. 
And though his sensual substance was not yet exist- 
ing, yet his human and reasonable soul was brought 
forth and possessed, if the scriptures be true. 
John 1. 4. In him was life, and the life was the light 
of men. That is, human Ufe, was the original of 
the life and reason of men ; not only that men were 
made in its likeness, but the life was the light of 
men. It was it (that is) it was their original, from 
whom their life, knowledge^ reason, judgment, and 
all the powers of the soul and body had their being. 
So in the beginning was the word : thus he was the 
beginning. Col. 1. 18. And in tliat beginnin|^ was 
the word, which was the eternal begotton son of 
God» John 1. 14. And the word was made flesh, 
and dwelt among us. What is this ? It is this ; the 
second person is here called the word. Now as a 
word is first conceived, and then pronounced or 
revealed, so was the word made £esh ; that is, the 
second person takes humanity in his person, and 
clothed himself with humanity ; now humanity thus 
hypostatically united, all its powers is become infi- 
nite, not by transubstantiation of essence, but by 
communication of name and powers ; for this per- 
son has that proper to his person, which is not pro- 
per to neither of his natures alone as man, to the 
Godhead, and God to his humanity, yet both proper 
to his person, yet by communication of properties^ 
:his humanity is become infinite; so he is the bright- 
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tiess of the glory of God, and the express image of 
his person, Heb. 1. 3. Col. 1. 15. Tn knowledge^ vbl 
righteousness, and of true holiness. Col. ^ lO, Eph. 
4. 24. in oyr image let us make man, in knowledge 
the image of the father, in righteousness the image 
^f the Son, in holiness the image of the Holy Ghost. 
I say, that all the powers of his humanity became 
infinitely perfect, his knowledge of his Father, Matt. 
11. 27. His knowledge of man also, John 16. 30* 
His knowledge of his Father's will and decrees, PsaL 
2. 7. was -infinitely perfect, his reason, his judcment, 
his will, was all infinitely perfect. His love is infi- 
nite.; that before his Father*s glorious perfections 
shall be eclipsed!, he will engage all his perfections i 
his love and affections are infinitely perfect Jto his 
body. 

Now such a Lord of Life was he set^ from all 
eternity : therefore his body was sustained in him, 
and by him ; upholding all things by the word of his 
power, Heb. 1. 3. So much for the preparation of 
this head for a covenant to be made with him* 
Now for the covenant itself, we all agree that in or« 
der of time tlie covenant of grace (as it is commonly 
called) was before the covenant made with Adam» 
eommonly called the covenant of works; but whe* 
ther it was first or last in order of working, is the 
question : my Lord direct me here, I am loath to 
contradict any, therefore according to my light I 
shall weigh both. 01^, What need was there of 
a covenant of grace if Adam had not fetllen? there^ 
tore the fall of Adam was considered in order of 
working before the covenant of grace was made^ 
for without the fall there was no need of grace. 

Fintj If Adam had not feUen^ it should have 
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been hy grace to all Adam's posterity; for if his 
disobedience was imputed, his obedience must have 
been imputed also ; there was no need of the fall. 
To the end it might be by grace ; but if it had been 
so Adam had had the glory, and Jesus Christ had 
gone without it. 

Secondly f If Adam s fall must be considered in 
order of working before the covenant of Ood in 
Christ, then Adam, and his body and covenant must 
have been first in God s consideration. 

Thirdfyf If Adam's fall must be considered in 
order befcHre Gods covenant in Christ ; then Jesua 
Christ and his covenant has been made for Adam. 

Fourthly, If Adam's £all was iirat considered, 
then Adam and his covenant has not been made for 
Jesus Christ. 

Fifthly, If Adam s fall must be; considered in 
order of working before God's covenant in Christy 
this is to bring Gods covenant in time; for if the 
fall was in order of working in time, then die cove- 
nant must be in time also, however it may be shuf- 
fied out of our sight by pretence of being from 
eternity. 

Sixthly, If the fall of Ad«n must be considered 
•in order of working before God's covenant with 
(Ohriat, and his covenant of God with Christ makea 
the foederal bc»dy of Christ, then Christ and his 
body of election hadi a dependency irpon Adam's 
fall, and that ki time too. 

Seventhly, If the fall must be considered first, 
then all things has not been made for Jesus Chrisl^ 
so all tiiose scriptures are false. Col. 1. 16, 18. 

Eightly, If so, aU things were not made by 
iesus Christ ; for had ii, would suppose Christ tt 
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work before he had a being, Col. 1. 15, 16, 17, 18. 
1 Cor. 8, 6. John 1. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6. Heb. 1. 2. 

Upon all these universal affirmatives I ground 
my faith, that the covenant made with Adam was 
made for and by Jesus Christ. The doctrine needi 
no more proof, but rather amplification. 

Firsts \ observe that God when he comes to cre- 
ate man, seems to be at a pause, and in a consult 
in his persons, about the state and form he should 
make him in; not that God was then consulting 
hit wisdom and persons, and not before, but to 
shew us that his infininite wisdom had been em- 
ployed about it, being that God created them for 
his glory in Christ, some vessels for to exalt his 
grace, and some to glorify his justice ; how these 
must be formed, and in what state, is the business, 
(now for the glory of Christ or never.) Shall they 
have a covenant made with every one in particu- 
lar, as the angels had, and so the elect be upheld 
from falling, and the reprobates left to the pow- 
er of their own free-will as the angels? No, why? 
because though the upholding grace and power 
of Jesus Christ had been seen in this, yet God's 
love to his Son, the Son's love to us (in obeying 
and in bleeding) had not been manifested neither 
to the Father, nor to us, nor to the world, nor Ui 
angels; so Christ had not had the glory. Well, 
shall there be two heads set up? one the head of 
the elect, and a covenant made with him for them 
all, and another with the vessels appointed unto 
wrath ; and so we will uphold the h«id of the elect 
with a promise, and the head of the reprobate we 
willleave to his own free-will? No, why? It cannot^ 
«or shall not be so, saith the father, for I am tb^ 
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Lord, saith die hAtr, wad this b rontnrr to mj 
will. For if this head of cWctioo sliouH If^ opL«*M, 
and suppose 1m shovid be sade in oar io^aze, mod 
if he should keep eovcaaat fur aQ hi«, ^t-f, sa.tb 
the &ther, it shall aot be so, for thea, «aiih be, I 
most take mv glofy horn tbee that 'b (UiU my de- 
list, and give it to aaolber that is but my intake. 
Isa. 42. 8. I am the Loid, that \< my name, and 
uy glory will I aot triv« to aaoth* r, aeilber nty 
praise to graTcn iaaees. Well, w bat nio«t be doae 
now then? Now God most consult bis wbdoai aad 
counsel, and who was that? It waa Je<os Christ. 
Col. 2. 3. In whom a^e hid all the trea.<f*res of wis- 
dom and knowledge, Ptot. B. 14- Couu***! is mioe^ 
and sound wisdom, 1 a.Ti un^erstaadini, 1 ba^e 
strength, saith Jesas Christ. \ow as Christ waa 
counsellor, Isa. 9. 6. he donbtkss is bishlv coa- 
cemed with the proraoti*«a of both his aatares, 
and both his rdatioas, bis fetber, bcfoie whom 
Ik was always rejoicing, Pror. 8. 3U. aad with the 
sons of men,' that were his delisht. Now his roua- 
sel must be highly conccned with the glor> of bia 
i^tures, and the' gloiy of his persoa. Now the 
&thercan do aothiagiritliowt maa, Prov. 8. 27, 38, 
29, 30, whatsoever he pwipoaes it is ia him. U 
^ &ther glorifies his soa, he glorifies ana : 'd he 
takes conasel of his son, the coaasel of maa is ia it, 
and so the coasalt wasdifiae aad huama, or icaaoa* 

able,orwecoaldBothaTe vaderstood it. 
Fvra, That there shottM be one anaa formed Witt 

his body in bia^ so for form ia the same image aaa 
likeness of Christ, both ia person aad l*^*. t*T 
what coreaaat-state to pat them ia, istiieae^ttti^ 
ia consult, Wdl, aaith the fiUhcr, if we »»» 
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covenant with one man in the behalf of all, and if 
that man keeps the covenant, then my purposes ac- 
cording to election cannot stand ; and if we set up 
'fewo heads, I must give the praise to a graven image; 
and besides, saith the son, this my body will have 
Jio other life but that which is in man, and so I shall 
never possess them, nor them me. Well, saith the 
fatiier, I will have all my attributes set forth and glo- 
rified. Well, saith the son, I know that if they be 
■made in my likeness, reasonable creatures, that it 
will be reasonable for them to keep a law ; therefore 
I will enter into covenant for mine; and thou shalt. 
impute my obedience to them. Prov. 8. 14. Coun- 
sel is mine, and sound wisdom. Well, saith the fa- 
-ther, how shall my mercy and grace be manifested ^ 
liow shall my love to thee and them (which is so infi** 
jute) be manifested before men and angels? This, 
will never reach the debths of it, nor the height, nor 
the breadth, nor the length of it; and besides, die« 
reprobates will have reason to complain, because 
they are set in a head by themselves. Well, saith 
infinite wisdom, I confess that my body cannot 
know tlie debths of thy love, nor mine neither, ex- 
<cept Ihey sin, therefore let us appoint them all one- 
liead, both lor the vessels of wrath, fiind for the ve9<- 
«els of mercy, let us fuxnish him widi nufBciency anil 
Atrengt^, and the liberty of his will^and give him aii« 
^easy law, with a threat^ that i£ he atn, he and his 
posterity shall bear the uttermost of thy n^th, am} 
ihou shalt lay aU the sin x>f IMne upon me, and I 
wiU make satis&etion to thy justice for them. Well, . 
saith the father, I accept it. Fsal. 20. 8. Rcmem^ 
|>er all thy offerings, and accept Itiy btrnit-sacrifices^ 
«r. 4. Qisfttt th^ aficosdiag to thine om^p heart, and 
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fulfil all thy counsel. Well, saith the father, I will 
impute thy obedience them, for righteousness, ancl 
I will be merciful to their unrighteousness, and 
their sin and iniquity I will remember no more ; and 
as for thee, call U|K)n me in the day of trouble, and 
I will deliver thee, and thou shalt glorify me. 

Now let us make man in our own image, after 
our own likeness ; let him have dominion. I must 
add, because it has been sweetly upon my spirit all 
4his day. Gen. 43. 9. I will be surety for him ; of my 
hand shalt thou require him : if I bring himnot unto 
thee, and set him before thee, then let me bear the 
blame for ever. This was the language of the lion 
of the tribe of Judah, to prove what portion of scrip- 
ture in the whole book of God amplifies the cove- 
nant of God in Christ, more, or so much, as this 
about Adam; insomuch that the apostles sets them 
vp one against another, in respect of their constitu- 
tions, both general heads of their respective bodies, 
as having none of their members concerned with their 
covenant's conditions but themselves alone. I say, 
no covenant in heaven or in earth, did amplify or 
manifest this covenant as this of Adam's. 

Firstf For matter. Secondly ^ For form. 

First, In respect of matter, this beautiful tree 
t>f the knowledge of good and evil, set up in the 
midst of the garden, as the knowledge of the cove* 
nant of God in Christ, guarded round with the law, 
with its cures in its hand, must not be eaten upon 
pain of death, spiritual, temporal, and eternal. 

First, Now Adam cannot eat to desire knowledge 
aliove that he had, being it was forbidden, but he 
must makea God of it, andof him whom he believed 
rather than God; here is ^mejcommand broken* 
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Secondly, He bows his affections to his know* 
ledge, or ^uit, and falls down to it ; here is two 
commands broken. 

Thirdly y He had vain and light esteem of God^ 
or he would have believed him ; here is three com- 
mands broken. 

Fourthly y He could not eat, but he broke his 
rest in his conscience, and with God, and that pro^ 
bably on the seventh day too; here is the first table 
broken. 

Fifthly f He honoured not his father, but dishon- 
oured him, in that he believed not, that God gave 
him his command for good; besides he was the 
cause that obedience was never given perfectly to 
parents more (Christ excepted,) here is five broken. 

Sixthly y He is a self murderer, and kills all his 
posterity with him ; here are six commands broken. 

Seventhly y He committeth adultery several ways; 
First, he committed with another God. Secondly, 
in friendship to his wife, in hearkening to her voice, 
James 4. 4. Thirdly, in desiring that which was 
forbidden ; here is the seventh broken. 

Eightly, He stole, for it was none of his ; here is 
eight broken. 

Ninthly, He bore false witness, in as much as he 
rendered himself uncapable of ever witnessing for 
the truth more, for as much as,he had believed a 
lie, and had given the truth the lie ; here is nine 
commandments broken. 

Tenthly, He broke this also, for he coveted every 
thing in this : Now Adam, if thou eatest thou break- 
est all these. 

Now what shall we say ? was there any intrinsical 
▼irtu^ in this tree^ to give knowledge of good and 
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ovil t No, but only as the eating of it was the breach 
of God's Law ; the tree had no power in itself, but 
the command. Now this tree being so called, the 
tree of knowledge of good and evil, was but to signi- 
fy that there was good and evil, beyond what they 
knew of in that estate, which they could not come 
at without sin ; and this good was unknown to them, 
but the evil was, thou shalt die. Now Adam breaks 
the law, and so ventures the evil to come to the 
knowledge of that unknown good. 

We see it appears plainly that the whole law was 
contained in that covenant to Adam ; and his eating 
was the breach of the whole law ; so that the obe- 
dience of the whole law was contained in obeying 
this. Thou shalt not eat of it. But since the fall 
the curse is removed about the tree of life, turning 
every way, about which all the vessels of wrath are 
catching at to this day, and will be, what judgment 
soever they pretend* 

Now for the former, as has been said before, his 
obedience alone was required. 

First, It appears because he was turned out of 
the garden ; there was none begotton in that para- 
dise, all his posterity is turned out in him« 

Secondly 9 If the obedience to that law had been 
required, thou shalt not eat of it, I question whe- 
ther one of his sons knows where or what that tree 
was. 

Thirdly, Because the tree of life. was fenced 
about with a flaming sword, turning every way, to 
keep the way of the tree of life. Now if Adam's co- 
venant had been particular, and he sinned only for 
himself, then Adam only must be kept from it, and 
not all men. 
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Fourthly^ Because the earth is cursed tot M» 
sake, Gen. 3. 17. If his sin had heen his only, the 
curse could not have redounded to all the world; 
but must have extended no further than to Adam, 
as Cain's did. 

Fifthly, It appears, because after the fall there 
is a promise of life universi^Uy published. Now if 
Adam's sin had been impnted only to him, then all 
his posterity must have come to the tree of know- 
ledge, and had their trial there : and as many as did 
eat, be turned out, or they hall not fair play for their 
game ; and as many as did not eat be kept in the 
garden, without toil, or sickness, or death. O ! 
how is all the sons of Adam at such labour to return 
in that paradise a^ ain, but cannot iind the way. 
What? has your father Adam ventured upon the 
evil for an unknown good ? and now ye cannot find 
it, ye would return back again. But some will say; 
There is an universal promise of grace ; as for that 
we shall discourse of afterwards; but however, if 
there be an universal promise of grace, there is anf 
universal sin, or there needs not an universal pro- 
mise of grace ; so if there be an universal promise 
of grace, the point must be granted, but the former 
is true, also the latter, Jer. S. 15. Tit; 1j 2. 

Sijcthfy, If there was no law universal given from 
Adam to Moses, then the sin of Adam was imputed 
to all his posterity; for if the sin of Adam was* not 
imputed, nor any law given, then all that died in 
that time, went neither to heaven nor hell, for there 
could be no obedience nor disobedience without a 
law* 

Seij&ntMyy Ifthere wasnolawi therecouMbeno 
transgression. . 
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tUghtly^ If there was no universal If^w given/ 
there conld he no guilts 

Ninthly, There could be no death. From all 
these premises, I propound these questions or* 
queries. 

First, How death came upon the old world?' 
there was no law to break upon the city of Sodom 
aud Gomorrah ; there was no law, so consequently* 
no sin. 

Secondly, How death came into the world ? 
Tkirdiy, How infants die in the womb, or belbre • 
they have acted S!n> 
I Fourthly, How they shall be judged at the last 

! day? From ail thtese unanswerable questions, I an« • 

swer, that the sin of Adam was imputed to all -his 
posterity. The doctrine is thts: that as soon as 
Adam had eaten the forbidden fruit, all his poste* - 
rtty was judicially condemned, Rom. 5. 18. There- • 
I fore as by the offence of one, judgment came upon 

all men to condemnation. If the question be, how 
all could be condemned ? The answer is plain, v. 
19. For as by one man's disobedience many were ' 
made sinners. The sentence was already passed 
. on him, and all his posterity, Rom. 5. 12« Death 
) passed upon all men, for that all have sinned. For 

I in whom, as our margin will allow; and though death 

was not executed to the ntihost, yet death seizes 
upon them in their respective times and places. 
Let us consider the extents of this death, First, spi- 
ritual. Secondly, corporal, Thirdly, eternal. Death 
first reigned on the spirit or soul, which consisted 
first in guilt upon the soul. Now where gailt is, 
there is nlth, and where these are, there is enmity 
against God ; so that God can have no communioa ' 
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tfiere ; btjiidefi, be wa& wrath, and so iiqrsQck them, 
as part of their piinishnient. So ibis spirituai 
<|eath was p^rt for the begifiniQp^ of his vengance 
an. them, w.Uch con^iisted in tbe .imputation of sin 
to Adam and his posterity. I say the imputation 
<tf siA. is Ihet cause of this entity, and according to 
the possessing of this guilt, so is the enmity vented 
out against God, Gen^ 4. 4, 5, 6, 7, B. Rev. 16, 11. 
So this guilt seizing the soul, disables it to perform 
its powers o^er its sensual life, and so being ibrsa- 
kj^n gS God, is captivp^ted by the devil and its own 
lusts; and as long as that guilt remains they are 
subject to the devil, in whom they have believed, 
and to their own lust, which they chose to gi;atify, 
rather than to keep the law of God, £ph. 2. 1, 2, 3. 
Eph. 4. 18. There ai.« two things by which God 
as it were points out the truth to our v^ry sight; 
as though he should say, ye that are so sensual, 
that ye will believe nothing but what ye knownatu- 
rtilly, behold here is a sensual proof of it. 

Ftrat, As first, you see infants die before they have 
aeted sin, how should it stand with my justice to kill 
these, if they were not sinners ? answer que this ? 
though ye will not believe it, yet yon see it daily; 
yet so void of understanding are you, thi^t ye nei- 
ther believe me nar your own eyes, Ron). 5. 14, 15» 
'. Seccndhft Ypu see the first thing that infunts do 
(which can be judged to be an act of their rea^qni^ 
ble will) is sin» PsaL 58. 3. The wick^ are estran- 
ge from liie wemb, they go astray as soon as they 
are bom, apeaking lies, v. 4b their poison is like the 
prison of a serpeiat, they ase like the deaf adder^^ 
that atoppetb her ear. As tb«ugb the Lor4 shouki 
, a^y, y^ aemmal beMt3, if y« Miffi^ itf>t vs^ answer 
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me tlie cause of these things which ye see daily* 
Now if the question be, what is original sin ? I an- 
swer first negativelvy it b not the enmity that is in 
us, for that is but the wages of sin, and not the siu 
itself, for this spiritual death is but the wages of it ; 
the loss of God s image, knowledge, righteousness, 
and true holiness, and understanding darkened, lust 
of the flesh, and all evil inclinations, are but the im- 
pressions of that sin. Now positively, it is this, the 
disobedience of Adam; neither is guilt any part of 
it ; i say, guilt is no part of that sin, but the offence 
of tliat one man ; for gultioess in the conscience, 
condemnation, blindness of mind, evil concupi^ 
scence* hatred of God and his law, all these are but 
the impression of that sin ; tor if all these be no 
part of our nature, but followed the fall, then these 
cannot be original sin, nor any part, for none of 
these in us is any part of that act of Adam, but the 
very impressions that this act had upon his own 
soul and body, we may see it upon his posterity, . 
and feel it in and upon ourselves. For if sin, con- 
demnation, death spiritual, corporal, and oternal, 
came in by one man, then it appears that there was 
no act required of the sons of Adam, as a condition 
upon which the sentence of life and death depend- 
ed, or to make that disobedience of his theirs. 
But the former is true, Rom. 5. 12. to the end. ' 
Heb. 9* 27. Let us now come tp Christ, so I lay 
this doctrine, that there is no act required of the 
sons of Adam to entitle them in the covenant of 
God in Christ; no more than there was to entitle 
them in Adam*s covenant ; neither can any of the 
sona of Adam by any act of theirs present their 
being enrolled ia those two great court<^olla of hca- 

B 2 
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vcn ; as for Adam's roll, it is a groat one, that i^, 
universal ; thou ina vest qiianci with it, but (Isa. 45. 
9.) woe unto him that strivoth with his maker, v. 10. 
Woe unto him that saith unlo his father, what bc- 
p^ettest thou? and for the roll of Christ. Isa. 40. 
13, Who hath dirc'cted the spirit of the Lord ? or 
being his councellor, hath taujfht him ? v. 14. With ' 
whom took he counsel? and who hath instructed' 
him ? So that as no act can interest in neither of 
these, so no act can disinterest by way of preven- 
tion, Eccl. 3. 14. B\jt for the first of these is, that 
no act is required of us to entitle ns in the blessing 
of that covenant of Christ, no more than in Adam's, 
for if there had, then this covenant with Christ' 
should not be so effectual to life as A clam's was to 
death. Now if this covenant with Christ is not so 
effectual as tliat with Adam, it must be for some of 
these following causes. 

Firsts The obedience required of Christ was not 
so perfect as that required of Adam. Or, 
. Secondly, Christ was not so full of merit, as 
Adam tvas of dement. Or, 

Thirdly, That God doth not impute this obedi- 
ence to the full, or he doth not look to the utmost 
^f the dignity of the person that has offered. 

As for the first of these, the obedience required 
of Adam, could not be but perfect, and except we 
Miy that Christ was imperfect, it must be the same 
(that is to say, perfect) we need not say that the 
obedience of Christ was more perfect than that of 
Adam's ; but we must say it was more glorious, in- 
taitely it transcended Adam's, as much as the person 
'V'l Christ did transcend the person of Adam : where- 
I fie we find that God glorious in hb servant Christy 
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Isa. 4*2. 1. Behold loy servant, i/ihom I uphold, 
mine elect, in nvhom my 90ul delighteth. He beioff 
Ood-nian, .all his obedience was linked with, and 
perfumed with odours of the Godhead, therefore 
failed the righteousness of God, 2 Cor. 5. 21. what 
.shall I say ? the Godhead could not^obey, but tJne 
Godhead having taken hupaanity in his person, was 
capable of obeying, and this righteousness is Cix)d s 
righteousness, both for kind and providing, and ac- 
ceptation with God, infinitely beyond all the obe- 
dience of men and angels ; neither was it short, 
Rom. 10. 4. Christ is the end of the law for righte- 
ousness to every one thai believes ; therefore it is 
not» nor cannot be short or wanting of that which 
God required of Adam ; besides, his relation to hi^ 
father puts such a lustre upon all bis obedience, that 
the father, before his son has finished it, by a good 
pretty while (as I may so say with reverence) cannot 
forbear speaking how he was pleased with it, an4 ra- 
'yished with it ; (why may not one person in the glori-* 
ous essence glory in another, as well as oi^e man in 
another.) Mat. 3. 17. This is my beloved. son, in 
whom I api well pleased. Surely the father was in- 
finitely pleased when he saw all the garments finbfaed 
Isa. 42. 21. The Lord is well pleased for his righ- 
iteousness sake. Let us take his word, and believe 
that the obedience of Christ is so perfect, that there 
is no conditions of life left for us. 

Secondly t The obedience of Christ cannot be 
^hort of Adam's for Adam was to fulfil his by na- 
ture, Rom, 2. 14. but Christ did all he did by the 
power of an endless life, Heb. 7. 16. and so by the 
law of the spirit of adoption, Rom. 8. 2. So his 
pbedience was of infinite value, which Adam's had 
^ot been, bad he obeyed. 
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Thirdly y It is Bot for ivant of imputation, for it 
is imputed to justification of life, (Rom. 5. IB. 21.) 
and that eternal too, and such a life that Adamii 
obedience could never had entitled to. So much 
for the active obedience of Christ. Now for his pas- 
sive ; but before I enter in it, I observe, that if there 
be any conditions left on our part, he must have 
left it to do on his part. Now I ask, the what part 
of the law it \9 that he has left undone? for if there 
be something to be done by us, it is not done bV 
him, so his active obedience is not perfect ; but if 
it be perfect, then all that we do as a condition, is 
more than the law requires for righteousness. Left 
us see if the conditions be not leit in his passiva 
obedience, and if it be not there, we will say there 
is none. Now in order to his sufTering, sin mmt 
be transferred from us to him, or no justice can lay 
hold of him, wrath cannot kindle this sacrifice with- 
out this wood, (sin) no law can curse without siif. 
Now that it was laid upon him, needs not much 
proof, but amplification, Isa. A9. 9^ t Cor. 0. S» 
Tor that Christ was made sin, is not so much a ques^ 
tion, as how ? If it be demanded, how was Jesuk 
Christ made sin for us? I answer^ we must first 
distinguish sin thus; Firsts Sin. Secondly, the 
punishment for sin. Thirdly, the punishment ii^ 
sin. 

First, Sin is th^ transgression of the law, 1 John, 
3. 4. a transgression of the law, or an offence, as 
the apostle caileth it, Rom. 5. 15. But more pro- 
perly, what is sin? sin isa free act of the man, hav- 
ing the liberty of his will, ^nd so was Adam 
' furnished, that had not he of free choice eaten, it 
was not his sensual part^ nor the devil that coul4 
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hav4!i)Mre«d bim : Qd,e)tcept the devil could liave kYi^t- 
ed t\9e fmttat of man, be ilever could have forced his 
Ulrill. S*6 that noire of the postertQ^ ef Adam (as such) 
was evet able to sir propiierty thaa, therefore anfit 
(a« awch) ever to enter into covenant more, (aa such.) 

Seitimdfy, It » called ^d offence, that is a 6tumb*- 
yiif block between God and the creature ; th« aia 
I* lui offence to God, as it is a breach of his law, anjB 
%h« maft ii Hot only guilty, btit tklnky, Sin ia an o^ 
fence to th^ man, t^aUBe he is condemned by h 
Jttat and holy God, and a holy law ; io that except 
this offdiee (sin) b^ remofed, God cannot b^ lcga% 
te«Mcilad to the mItH, and e%ttpi the gutit be ^eftiOf * 
ed, the mail Cannot h« Micortcilcd to G«Ml| for Ihk 
nwA is lis unreconcileable to G^, becausa of hb 
juMi^ and hoHaess, as Giid f s uiivcoiieyetMb tb 
the man for his siti-ahd iilthinMs» 

Thirdly t There is the punishment for sin, so thftt 
«tt the aAer Acto <^ Adam and his sons (as is sucb) 
IM but part ^ th^ punishment for ahl ; so as ktti 
been proved before, that so all the acts of siu %tk 
fM. m€ brahChca, 6r memb^ta of thAt offence. 

Sometimes shi is termed toabiMly or mftU) ttom. o« g. 

Rom. 7. 24. Nowif thequestlotabe, hoW^iM6in)«ii[ 
M Jesus Christ ! I answer, it was laid on him as the 
«IR»sce of oUe m&n, that the body of stU might be de- 
stroyed, Rom. 6. 6. If the old man wascrociAed) 9t 
the body of sin, then it seem^ they were hadged-ca the 
cross. But however I know it is much diapuied, whe- 
ther Chria t satisfied for actual sin Us WeH ai for oTigt- 
nul! I UMwer, there id no such thing ds Christ snffi^f- 
ing for any other ofiisnce but one, nad that office but 
jof one. constituted head, for there was but cvne that 
nfnaed, and that bat once neither ; n^w if thete was 
but one offence, there coujcl be bat dite otfcfi^cr; 
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.but there tvd.s but one offence^ ^go^ there Was bilt 

one man's disobedience to satisfy for ; iHhink that 

needs no other argument but what the apostle brings 

in, that Rom. 5. 12. to the end, he knew but of two 

concerned in this business of life and death ; indoed 

the repeated acts of sin may, and do aggravate guilt 

upon the soul, and so consequently their damnation'; 

but, there is never a person neither in heavett,>nor in 

>earth, that ev^r any act of theirs was required b^ a 

condition on which the judicial sentence of life de^ 

. pended, but two ; that as sin hath reigned by :one 

unto death, so grace hath reigned through the other 

.unto eternal life, Rom. 5.20.21. Whoso denies 

this, I propound only a question or two. 

Firsts Whether ever God did enter a second time 
in covenant with man as such? and if he. required 
any act of his as ^ condition on which his salvation 
:<iepended? 

Secondly 9 Whether this covenant was with eveij 
particular m^n^ or.whetlier he made it vvitli one 
•.universal head? , 

Thir^dfy^ Whetj^er it was with every particulair 
.person? If with every particular person^ what v» 
every particular duty ? 

Fourthly, If it was with one general head, what 
was his obedience required? or yours to interest 
you in it?. 
^ Fifthly, What do you call that law or covenant? 

From these premises I lay down this doctrine* 
.that there is no act of the sons of Adam that can 
entitle them in either of these covenants, or any act 
of theirs that can prevent their being in either of 
these covenants. But you will say, what is it then 
that doth put them in these covenants, and give pro- 
perty to them thus procured in these covenants? I 
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wdswer , the question is twofold: First, it vras nei- 
ther thy i^ts, nqr the acts of Adam, that put thee 
in this covenant ; but God's ordination, and consti- 
tuting him a general head of all mankind ; but it 
was his act of disobedience alone that brought death 
to thee; so it was not thy act of faith, nor the obe- 
dience of Christ that put thee in his covenant, but 
it was God's ordaining and constituting him a head 
over his body that put thee ii| that covenant ; but 
it was his obedience alone that brought life to thee, 
and entitled thee to it. Where is original sin, and 
actual sin now ? Let the offence of that one consti- 
tuted bead, be laid on the other constitutefd head, 
and let him die for that^ and all sins are satisfied for 
one man, and one man one offence ; and one dying 
once does our business, O I unspeakable riches 1 
but some will say, doth not the apostle speak of the- 
offences I Rom. 5^ 16. The free gift is of many of- 
fences unto justification, and many other places.. 
I answer, that though the apostle speaks of sin in a 
plural way, yet he means but one offence, Rorii. 5. 
20. and shews, that one end of the law being added, 
was, that the offence might abound ; that is, that 
that offence might be divided or distinguished in its 
particular members. Moreover, the law entered 
that the offence might abound ; for except siu had 
thus been distinguished by the law, the riches of his 
grace had never so appeared ; yet it^s but one of- 
fence and its curse that Christ bore. Now for our 
better understanding, let us consider that text, Ro.m. 
Ci. 23. The wages of sin is death. Jam. 1. 15, 
Peath is the wages of sin. Now death is threefold ; 
the First, spiritual. Secondly y corporal. T/iirdly, 
aternaL 
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Ftrti, Spiritual deaib is God's wttfadrawiiig or 
forsaking the sout; according to the dispensatfoii 
it is under, mind thait well ; so God lorsakiiif of 
Adam and his for sin, was this sjnrilual death ; so^ 
God passed sentence of death or condemnation 
upon Adam's soul, and his, God forsook him and 
his ; for God baWng passed the sentence of death, 
leaves Adam and his self condemned ; so gntlt pos- 
sesses his soul, whieh being deprived of righteous* 
ness and holiness, with all impressions of sin, which 
are these, £pb. 4. 18. Having their understanding 
darkened, being alienated from the life of God 
through the ignorance that is in them, because of 
the blindness of their minds: v. 19. Who being past 
feeling,have given themselves over uuto laciviousness, 
to work all uncleanness with greediness. And all 
this they were given up to, Rom. 1. 24. 26. and oncg 
and so ; but the punishment of sin is from one de- 
gree to another. 

Secondly, One question more and that is thisi 
how our old man is said to be crvcified in Christ? 
If our actual sin be not part of the wages or pun- 
ishment for Adam's disobedience, I say that all thtf 
after-acts of Adam's posterity was but heating of 
the furnace; so every man shall have according to 
his works ; so all the elect has heated the furnace 
hotter for their Lord by their actual sin ; so he bore 
sin, and the \i^ges of sin, or the punishment for sin» 
to the utmost; for had he not borne all their actual 
> ai»^ he had not borne all the punishment for sin* 
As for these that have not the son, look thou to it, 
for every act of sin thou comittest heats the furnace 
of God's wrath hotter and hotter, Rom. 2. 4, 6. 
1 Pet. 3. 16. 
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TUtihfi TkerelfltiietmiiMliaiAtofrfaiWlDcliii 
gaihy sad tiik ^ilt is the paimfameBt of tm : 00 tlutt 
tm pMiUites ilMlf by goHi, Mid m that worm ft«l 
iiei^<f dies, Im. 68. 24. For their worm shftU not dle^ 
Mttffc* d. 44. Wbera their worm dicth lot. Mid theb 
lire is sot quenched. By the wttf , have a care thfal 
vofni delh not eat op Hiy namia ; that ie, thy coa-< 
fideace. Rev. 2. 17. Compare with Sxod. 16. 84« 
Oea. 4. li. Aid Can said aato the Lord, idy pan- 
iehinent is greater than 1 eaa bear« 80 that Chviit 
hear sia, Md the pamthoieiit for sin, and the pn«« 
Munetit of ain. 1 eay that Jeeue Christ had the of- 
fimee laid on him^ that is^ Adaai*s disobedience, 
add our -actual shi, the puoishment for that disobe- 
dienee, and the gailt of alli both opghial and actual^ 
ibe piifiishtneat of sin to the utmost oi God*s wrath^r 
9o Cihrist died the deaths spiritual, corporal and 
eterm^, as may be seen ptoinly 19 his agony, my God, 
my God« why hast diouforsahen me? Mat 27. 46. 
tliere is his spiritual dealh« Bat more in order ; 
The eficDCes was laid oa him, that seizes his soalv 
Mat. 26. 38, My soul is exceeding sorrowful even 
unto death. So the pahishtaent for offences, which 
acie actual sias, or our evil lives, seizes his body. 
Lake 22. 44. Aad his sweat was as it were gpreai> 
drops of blood falling to the ground, and so dies 
spiritoally, having all both the offence and panish- 
mantlaidoBhiiiifhenrostbeartheguiH. So, my God« 
my Godi why hast thou forsahen meT was the last 
death, aa4 partly tfce last words for ought I knqw« 
These things eensidetfed, I state mj doctrine; that 
Jesus Christ has had all the sin of his laid on him 
ia haviag that offence laid on him* For the cleariag 
thispoin^ let as consider that oSinice* F«f if tW 

B a 
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law given to Adam had all the ten coihinandiiiejits 
in ity as has been proved before^ then the breach of 
that was the breach of them all ; but the former is 
true. Let us consider that offence itself, or rather 
the command for God s prohibition, or forbidding 
this fruit to be eaten ; God must have some intent 
in it. Fir^^ in respect of the creature. Secondfy, 
in respect of himself. 

. FirHf In respect of his creature, his signified or 
revealed will was, that they should not eat upon 
pain of death: but his real intent was not, so.; for 
the event proves the contrary; for if Jiis real intent 
in himself had been that they should nothave eaten, 
doubtless his intent had not been frustrated. £ph» 
1* ,11. Rom. 0. ,10. Who hath resisted his will? 
Now, thou shalt not eat, is the command ; thou 
shalt die is part of the thing to be believed. Now 
the command is to one general head, respects both 
elect and rq>robate ; so that which happens to him, 
to all alike ; so that Eve crediting the devil, he dis- 
credited God; so we see that this fruit was not 
eaten without unbelief. 
. First, He did not believe God spake the truth. 

Secondly^ That God did not intepd him good in 
forbidding of him to eat ; so here they neither be- 
lieved the truth, nor that God iutended them good. 
This sin of unbelief is as it were the original of ori- 
ginal sin, and being imputed to us, has as deep im- 
pressions on the souls of the sons of Adapi as any 
thing : for as they could not believe they sfaoul^ die, 
they cannot believe they shajl live without mighty 
power. Now if this be part of the offence, and Je- 
Hus Christ bore the offence, and satisfied for it, then 
Jesus Christ bore and satisfied for unbelief ; but the 
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fdroier is true, ^go* Now kt lia examine hew that 
was a lie. 

First, The serpent said, ye shall Hot surely die. 
So they did not believe they should die, and thait 
was a lie, for the} did die. 

Seeondfy, Ye shall not surely die, but God doth 
know, saith the serfient, that ye shall "foe as Ood»b 
From whence our parents gather, that God did not 
intend them good in forbidding th^m to eat. Here 
lieth the knot : But I answer God did intend good in 
all his intentions, whatsoever they be. That God 
did forbid them« we ail know, but what intent God 
had in forbidding of them, is' not known by many ; 
however, if bis intent or purpose had been according 
to his law, then his intent and purpose did not stand ; 
jio God was frustrated of his purpose and design, 
and so mistaken. Do we think that this can be said 
)vithout manifest blasphemy I No, I shall not need 
to reason so^ for I can set the objector to work if I 
wilL But some may object and say, Qod would 
that Adam should have kept it, if Adam would ; but 
Adam would not. Well, here is Adam's will and 
God's will contradicting each other in the point of 
eating. God's revealed will forbids Adam, Adam's 
will is for eating : now which must yield the points 
Now if God's secret will had been like thelaw, Adam 
could never have eaten. For the revealed will or 
law of God can never yield, broken it may be, but 
yield it cannot* Now if Gods secret intent was the 
law, it must either yield or be forced ; if it yielded, 
the point is granted, that tlie secret wiU of God was 
that Adam should eat; but if like the law, then the 
will of God is forced, and so God is overcome by 
man^ and so man reigns at his own will, and God is 
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forced to itond and k>o& mi^ to g«e whether smnifift 
be pleased to do his law or no. 

Secondfyf If the revealed will of CM or the law 
he tike the fteeret intent or pnrpese, and the eecret 
intent cannot be forced^ then the law moet vield, and 
where is sin then? So that we ntiat say^ that it Was 
£f6d*s secret tntait that he should stn» or eay that 
Adam did not sin, or Masnpheiaoinlj say, that G^ 
ie overcome U} Adam^i and could never reoe^ev him* 
aelf »ince, except it be fai a few that oat of iir^e-wiU 
wiH serve him a little ; by the bye, 1 think tbte will 
do ; for the secret intent can no more be forced than 
the law can yield to be broken. To clear «p the 
point farther, we must observe, that all the intenfi 
of Ood were all for the exaltation of his own glory 
in Jesus Christ* Rom. 11 . 36^ For of him and through 
him, and to him are all things^ Therefore wbatso^ 
ever he has purposed in himself, is all for his f^iory; 
and shall redound to its end. 

But in respect of the subject of this law, his in^i 
ient was not to hinder Adam to eat ; no, thia intent 
to let him eat was diverse : as for his intent or -pwt* 
pose towards the vessek of wrath» he never intend* 
ed to them any good, therefore the fell was not foi^ 
their good,4hough they^cannot complain of injnstiee 
in God ; bat in respect of the elect it was 6>r their 
good the event proves it,^ th^efore ve may preceive 
that our parents was reaching at the secret will of 
God, not believing that he forbad them for good» 
but to keep them from the good, and that was a lie; 
lor had he not forbidden them they had never come 
at it ; so we see they believed a lie in this also, and 
this has tis deep impressions upon us, as any one of 
that seal (Adam's disobedience) Jesus Christ faaa 
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ted this laid on bim too. Pitl. tt. 8. Ifatt. t9« 
44. He Irosted in God let \Am deliver btm, Hef • 
is the reflectiOM* Now oae aargiment nore. 

Fhrtt, If Adam was made ia God's image, Aien 
€k>d*8 wilt was iaeapable of being Ibreed ; the for« 
mer is true, also the latter. 

Seeandfy, if Adam's domiaioa over all creatures 
below his nature to dispose of them at his will, was 
part of Ood*s likeness, then God had 'power over 
every feature to dispose of them at his will; but 
the former is true Gen. 1. 36. And afk«- our like* 
uess ; let them have dominion. En'gc^ Again, there 
was this ia Adam's disobedieaee, w^ an ambition to 
be Gods^ the very image of the devil, from whence 
come all wars and fightings, brawling^, and many 
eivils. Jam. 4. 1* this also was laid on Jesus Christ. 
How was Jesus Christ tempted abdlit this ? All these 
things will I give thee. For if Christ has suffered 
for the offence, and this was part of the offence, then 
Christ has suffered for this also ; the former is true, 
also the latter. Now if all sin was ia this offence, 
and Christ suffered for that oiienee, then Christ 
^as satisfied foe all sin ; but the former is true, also 
the latter. Ergo. 

O^* But some will say, Christ died for original 
sin only. I answer be died for all sin if he died for 
that, for all sin waa in that as has been proved. I 
propound this question. 

Fir^i Whether all men are bound to believe that 
the offence of Adam is satisfied for bv Jesus Chrisf? 

Secofutfy, If Christ died only for original sin, 
without actual, what is the object of your faith in 
respect of your actual? Finally, if Christ has not 
satisfied for all sin, he has not finished transgression^ 
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nor made an end of sin, Dan. 9. 24. But I will 
spend no more time about tbis, but I chai)enge the 
world to shew us that sin that has not been satisfied 
for by Jesus Christ (the sin against the Holy Ghost 
excepted) Dan. 9. 24. He has finishM) the transgress 
sion, he has made an end of sin, he has made recon- 
ciliation for iniquity ; he has brought in an everlast- 
ing righteousness. Col. 1. 20. He has made peace 
through the blood of his cross: he. has reconciled 
all things unto himself, Rom. 4 25. He was raised 
again ft>r our justiticatioH, Heb. 9. 26. He has put 
away our sin & by the sacrifice of himself. £ph..-2. Q^ 
And has raised us up together, set us down together 
HI heavenly places. Rom. 8. 83. Neither men, noc 
angels, nor devils, nor law, nor conscience, can lay 
any. thing (judicially) to their charge. It is God 
that justifieth, AA all upon the account of Christ 
dying. Who shall condemn? it is Christ that died. 
So we see that Jesus Christ has had the offence, the 
punishment for sin, the punishment of sin, which is 
guilt, is all laid on him, and so has made reconcilia- 
tion. .So there is no act required of ns to entitle 
us to life; therefore no condition left us in his pas- 
sive obedience. 

' Firsts For if God justifieth unto life through the 
death of his son, then his son has died for all sin^ 
but the former is true, Rom. 6. 8, 9, 18. 

Secondly, If there be no remission without blood, 
then the blood must have been shed for all sin, but 
the former is trne, Heb« 9. 22. 

Thirdly i If Jesus Christ has blotted out the law 
by his blood, he has left ns uacapable of sinning 
judicially; but the former is true. CoL2. 14. blot 
out the band-writing of ordinance that was against 
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us, which was contrary to us, and took it out of the 
way, nailing it. to the cross. Bom. 4* 15. For where 
no law is there is no transgression. Now I ask* 
where is our conditions now ? for here is no law» I 
think we are about the matter. Rom. 3. 27. Where 
is boasting then? it is excluded; by what law? Of 
works ? Nay, what law is it that requires this condi% 
tion? what i$ a law of works that is blotted out? 
^o much for this point. 

So we see plainly that the covenant made with 
Adam, for matter and form, did amplify the cove* 
nant of God in Christ, Rom. 5. 12. to ihe end runt 
ail along, as and so, as and so. 

Now let us see how this covenant of Adiim did 
confirm it ; I say, not that this covenant confirmed 
the covenant with Christ to Adam in his un&llen 
state^ for how much of Christ Adapu knew, is not well 
known, but I mean after the promise of life was 
published to him ; for after that he must look 
out of himself; and see himself in another,, as he 
had seen all in himself; for in that promised seed 
he might have seen himself compleat, without anj 
more conditions than his posterity had had need of 
if he had stood ; he might have seen that the ohedi? 
ence of that seed was alone accepted of God, as his 
bad been to ail his if he had stood; he might have 
seen that that offence of his which Qod imputed to 
all bis posterity, with all the punishment for 
sin, and all the .punish^l^nt of siq, th^ seed was 
to make satisfaction for them allt ^° breaking the 
serpents head, that is« to spoil principalities 
and powers ; he might hjive seen, that being God 
made covenant with him, with his wife in himy 
before she was takea out of him. that it was so with 
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tbis other head (the seed) he might have seen thai 
It was the perfectkm of his love to his mft that mo^ 
¥ed trim to eat, so it was the perfeel^ of the love 
of 4lhis seed that moved hifo to eat of th«r fttiit of 
therr eating, Isa. 42. 19, dO, 21. he might have seea 
l!faat death begiatiing to reign already thtt>«gh his dis^ 
ohedieace, so has ht felt life begmamg lo reiga, he 
might besurethat it was tikroagh righteous tiess, f&t 
grace reigns through righteoasness; he might see 
that theohedieiice of that seed was already accepted ; 
he might have seen, heiag his covenant was centrm*- 
eift hy a aeid, viz. the tree of life, he might have seea 
that there was some seal befoaging to the seed|ft 
covenant also; he might have seen, that as alt his 
yostti it y had never died had he kept that coventtt^ 
ao ht might have seen diat tlie seed of the womiH 
was secnre in that seed; be might have seeiij thA ^ 
ttfs seed was before him, and was his cnsator, fii* '^ 
be was made in his image ; he might have seen, thai 
ifts be bad brought iq death, so this vecd ^oaH * 
tfing the tesarrection ftromthedead & bevdght hm 
aeen, that aa all hi$ posterity would bear the imaga -*- 
of his disobedience, so ail the body of that seed - 
AottM bear the image of bia rigbtejonsness; W^ 
inigbt havip seen, that as be and bis, should be sotlj * 
in dishonour, the seed vrouW raise it up in gKny^A ^ 
Weakness ; it should be raised up in power, m ^ 
might have seen, that it should be sown a n atural 
body, H would be raised a spiritual body ; he mi^ ^ 

bave seen, th<rt as all his must have been where ha 
wad, soaB Ae body of theseedrfioiild be where he ^ 
wte. I say, all these Ainga he might have seen, ^ 
and doubtfeas did m some measure. However tbia 
doA greatly confirm it to as w well M manlfe?^t in . 
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RoiD< b. 15. For if through the offence of<ine man 
many be dead, much more the grace of Ood, and 
the gift of grace, nrhich is by one nan, Jesus Christ, 
bath abounded unto many ; besides, we find that 
the same sea) of that covenant made with Adaiif, 
did amplily and confirm that covenant of God in 
Christ to ns, (not that it confirmed it in itself,) Rev. 

22. 1. And he shewed meapuretiverof water of Kfe, 
clear as as chrystal, like that in Gen. 2. 10. And 
a river went out of Eden to water the garden. Rev. 

22. 2. And of either side of the river, was there the 
tree of Hie. Gen. 2. 9. The tree of life also in tire 
mid^ of the garden. As if the Lord shoaM say. 
notwithstanding all that tlte devil can or could do, 
by bringing in sin and death, the wofid by j>erseca« 
tion has not hindered it, but my grace has, and doth, 
and will reign, and with confirmation too, botli mi- 
nisterial and by my spirit. Fsal. 2. 6. Yet bavef 
set my king upon my holy hHl of sion. The like 
we have in Ezek. 47. t* Now when I had returned, 
behold at the brink td the river, were very many trees 
on the one side and on the other. What did thai 
signify bat this ? that notwithstanding all theh? 
ftfttc^ons that they had snared for their idobttry, 
and though they were utteriy imwortby of any mercy 
by virtue of Itieir own covenant, or being the seed 
of Abraham, yet he would perform his covenant 
with his son, and madce his grace appear in restoring 
of litem; and not only so, but he- would make this 
grace of his, or pron^ise, run amongst the heathen 
tn the Ne>7 Testament time, accordiuff as it was sig- 
nified by that river in the garden of Eden, which 
divided itself into fonr parts or head9 widi th^ tree 
of life. 
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Firsts To signify that his grace should go-iolo 
the four parts of the world. 

Secondly^ That this grace should be by virtue of 
41 covenaat like that of Adam's for foxia aad matter, 
confirmed by a seal of lifei^ uotwithsttjidiiig all that 
the devil, or the world, or the elect themselves.could 
do. I think I have the ipind of Christ in the text. 
So that in the revelations does bat prove that God 
has and will perfornvhis promise of ^race, notwith- 
standing all the opposition that it has met withal 
from the devil, from antichrist, or from the elect 
themselves, for they can no more hinder it than they 
can hinder death ; for there is no more a^ts of ours 
that can make the disobedience of one, or the obe- 
diance of the othevours, but the imputed act of God 
constituting them two heads over us. Was it our 
. conditional, we might hinder it, the devil might hia- 
"der it, the world migl)t hinder it to reigo^ sin might 
.binder itr but no, the devil is but a creature, the 
world is but a creature^ I myself am but a creature, 
and so not able to hinder it, for God ha^ promised 
bis son, that he will be nterciful to our unrighteous- 
ness, and our sins and iniquities he will remember 
no more. Sin can do nothing at it^ for where sia 
bath abounded, grace hath much more abouoded. 
If I should sin as I shall (thouglyiot on purpose) all m^ 
life, he will out-do me, for he will out-live» and sp 
willhavp the last word; and I will be merciful^ h^ 
.will conquer me« If I think to weary him, that wi^ 
not do it ; if I think to do nothing for him, nor bring 
him no glory, that will not do, for he will come same 
time or other and say, (Isa. 43. 24, 25.) Thou hast 
brought me no sweet cane with money, neither hasi 
thou filled pie with the fat of thy bacrifices^ b^t 
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thou fiast made mc to serve with thy sins, thoo hast 
wearied me with thine iniquities. I, even I am he 
that blotteth out thy transgressions for mine owft 
sake, and will not remember thy sins. Here I see 
I cannot weary him out; if I say I will sin so often 
that he will alter his vnind nt last, he cannot alter, 
for that is his name and nature. Exod. 34. 6. The 
Lord is merciful ami gracious. So I cannot do it, 
therefore I will never try, but cry out, grace, grace^ 
The doctrine is this, that Jesus Christ hath recon- 
ciled God and man in his own person, and by his 
own person ; first in him this reconciliation was 
made, 2 Cor. 5. 18. Paul is here shewing that the 
ministry of reconciliation was given him, v. 19. he 
comes to shew what this ministry was, to wit, that' 
God was in Christ, reconciling. the world unto him- 
self, not imputing their trespasses unto them ; where- 
in three things are considerable. 

First, The person reconciling this world. 

Secondly, The person in whom this reconciliation 
is made, which is Christ. 

- Thirdly, The manner how this reconciliation is 
made, not imputing their trespasses and sins unto 
them. 

First, I observe that it is God that has reconciled 
the world unto himself, therefore no conditions left 
him, therefore the apostle shews that God has per- 
fected the reconciliation, for he has not reconciled 
the woiid unto himself only, bat himself to the world 
also ; had he left this world its part, though never so 
little, he had not reconciled this world ; besides he, 
could never have reconciled himself, except he had 
reconciled this world ; for how could he be recon- 
ciled, if he had left this, world something to d»? 
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£»r the waniof ivhich he might justly come upon it, 
^Bnd execute his wrath upon it; from whence I argue, 
that if God has reconciled the world, God is recon- 
ciled to this world, but the former is true. Ergo, 

The second argument. If we were enemies when 
this reconciliation was made, then this we all, nor 
none of us had no hand in reconciling ourselves by 
conditions; but the former is true, Rom. 5. 10. 
Erg0. 

. ThirdJ^y If wc receive this reconciliation, then 
we had no hand in working of it; but the former is 
truCi Rom. 6. 11. ergo ^ere is no conditions on 
our part. 

Fourthly y If this reconciliation was made in the 
l^rson of Christ, then this world had no hand in 
this reconciliation by conditions ; but the former 
is true. - 

Fifthly^ If this reconciliation consisted in thenon- 
imputation of sin, then there can be no condition 
on their part to interest or disinterest; but the for- 
mer is true. Now let us consider, when this was 
done, which I distinguish thus ; Fir$t, contrived. 
iSemMidi^* revealed. TAtft%, performed. FintrMy^ 
applied. 

#lfre#. It was eontrived where it was performed. 
God was«in Christ, ever since God has been in Christ 
this baa been contrived. God was in Christ 
r^eeonciUng the world unto himself. From whence 
I' gftl^ec thttt God has contiived this in Christ ever 
ainee hehaa been Jesus Christ ; God wajei in Christ, 
God. has aen^Qr. been in Christ wUhoui this, and this 
ift ftom eternity* I ^ty, this baa been contrived 
ever ainea the hum^n nutuie and the Godhead has 
^^n one ]pemw> nndtbia jKMOQr ha» beeotone with 
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))is ikibcr in essence ever since the fiitber lias kad 
an essence. Now if we can find when the fashes 
begun to have an essence, we may know when the 
sou was begotten. If we can find when the son waa 
begotten, we may find when the two natures was 
one jiersoii. If we can, find when the two natures 
was one person, then can we find when this cove- 
nant was made ; therefore let us not brii^ the persoB 
of Christ in Unie. 

Obfy If Jesus Christ has took human nature ia 
the virt(in's womb, how has he been from all eter- 
nity t I do not know ; I must confess I am astonish*- 
ed, the Lord grant me not to err in this point; but 
I. must coofess I never couM understand ^ defini- 
tion of vawy that have writ about him ; for if the 
second person took humanity in the virgin's womb». 
I cannot see how Jesus Christ could be any 
thing but a decree or purpose of God, till aboul^ 
four thousand years after the creation ; I mean, till 
that holv thing was bom of the virgin Mary. I 
know all that is or can be said is, that his human, 
nature was sustained; if there was nothing before 
the virgin, conceived (which there could not be if 
he took huinanity from the virgin) then the godhead 
sustained nothing but a purpose or a decree inatead 
of a nature. I off^ these few consideration^* 
. First, John 1- 1. In the beginning was the word^, 
and the word was with God, and the word was God. 
1 John 1. 1. That which wa.s from the beginning,^ 
which we havehctard, which we have seen with our 
eyes, which we have looked upcin, and our handn 
hiave handled of the word of life. Now I a«kt whe-» 
ther they coidd see or handle that word which wan 
6f9sa tbjBi b«8^in& wUb^ God t Now if that thej Ke 
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and looked upon, and their hands handled, ^as in 
the beginning with God, then there was more than 
a. decree, or being sustained ; but the former istrue. 
Compare those two scriptures. 

Secondly, What wonder or mystery is that, that 
the godhead should he from the beginning with God, 
or that the world should be made for him or by him ? 

Thirdly, If they sec with their eyes, and handle 
with tbeir hands, that in John 1. 3, 4. by which all 
things was made, and thieit life that was the light of 
men, then there was more than the godhead in the 
beginnifig, for they could neither see nor handle the 
godhead. 

Fourthly y If the son of man came down from hea- 
ven, then there was something in heaven besides the 
godhead, before he was born of the Virgin Mary, 
John 3. 13. £ph. 4. 10. He that descended is the 
8sme that ascended also. John 6. 62. What and if 
ye shall see the son of man ascend up where he was 
before? The apostle tells us that it is written, that 
the first Adam was made a living soul, the last Adam 
was made a quickening spirit. Now I ask where 
it is so written ? except it be included in that word 
Gen. 2. 7. And breathed in his nostrils the breath 
of life, and man became a living soul. Now what 
is it but Christ was that quickening spirit that quick- 
ened Adam, by which he became a living soul ? Now 
if Christ was made a quickening spirit before Adam * 
was made a living soul, as doubtless Adam took bis 
life of hhn, and likeness too, then he was something 
besides the godhead before the virgin conceived. 
Obj, But it may be «aid it was his godhead. I an- 
swer, he was made a quickening spirit, is not appro- 
priable to the godfaeadyfor^hat cannot be said to be * 
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aiadt ; but it may be«Hud» wby then isrhe ctUed th«^ 
iieeoiid Adam, that is, in appearances or ma/iifesta- 
tioa ; yet 1 Cor. 16. 47. The second man is the 
lord from heaven. It is endless to coasider all things^ 
but however I say this, that to say Christ tQo^ 
human nature in the vii^in's womb, is but to make 
that glorious person the son of God, from all eter- 
nity^ to the time of Maty, but an hnaginary person 
or phantasm, so all that was attributed to the maUn 
hood to be but by imputation, not personal. 

FiftUjf, If he was a substantial person before 
time, then he took not hb humanity trom Mary ; soi 
I say* if he was not a substantial person before time 
ihe covenant was not substantial before time, so^ 
neither covenant nor person was real. 

Sijft&fy^ If Jesus Christ was the same yesterday 
that kt is to day, then he was a substantial person 
yesterday; but die former is true. Heb. 13. 8. Jesust 
Cluruit the same yesterday, and to day, ai^d for ever« 
Besides, Christ has been often seen in humaii 
4h%p^* <^t^;from Adam to Mary. Now he must 
eitfi^r traosformLhimself iu a humau shape, or he mua^t 
assiume some hiwan body, hat I can believe neither ; I 
b^licwe h^appetuM in bis own huaianity» Gen. 1Q« 
JqM9,^,67. Before AtmNimwasIam. lamwhat 
I |U9« You will 9ay then, what think you then after 
9ii this ; whs^t do you tbiuk h« wa9 before hi» ineax- 
n^^noi^oonceptipn?! ^tuswei^ bc^ iftaa that wbi<4l 
h«^w«ii wh«)a t)^ tkMi a«d Imp waft in pimdi^e^ 
Luk^ 99* 49^ To day sba)t ihm kt^ with mo in 
piUE^ife. I retort; what wa« t^t n»^ that was. iii 
fHtmUiKe ? \m body w^ m tto g!%ve the tbiri^e (^ys» 
iifm)m kjMMity in. the i^v^ «it w th« heaven^t 

Was his person in the grave or in the heavens ? 

C 



^0 TAB Ohrff efm ^ 

l^it!. 16. ID. For thou wilt not toive ffiy toirt in M^ 
neither wilt though suiFer thine holy one to see^or^ 
ruption. Here is thesensnal son! or Kfein hell, Ae 
holy one entering into corruption^ yet this me b iir 
l^adise. 

Now for onr better nftderstaifding,let ns conBider* 
what hauanity is^ thus I distingni^s there is the 
sonl, the lift, or spirh, and*the body, hnmiinity is ia 
ihe s«ul consisting in its powers^ t^s.^^-^iH, reason,; 
knowledge, understanding^judgmentf memory. Tb^- 
sensual lii*e of the body consists of hearing, seeins^, 
feeling, tasting) smelling ; but it b the soul thsct makes 
tbb lite human ; so this reasonable soul and sensual 
body being joined together in an hylopathy makes 
up the man, bnt yet the humanity consbtjn in the 
soul. Job 4. 1». 2 Cor. 5. 1. Job 10. 11. Thou hast 
clothed me with skin and fiesh, and hast fenced me 
tirith bones and sinewsriohn S. 19. Det^troy thb tern* 

tie, and in three days i will rabe it np. Waabb 
umanity destroyed? No, it was yet when bb body 
was destroyed ; so it was but tbat he took of Mary 
that tilie} could destroy, not his soul^ so c on s» 
fVfntly not bis hnmani^, his human life they took, 
bnt bis humanity they coidd not ; so tbb me was in 
paradise when Uib boly one was m die hell, that b, 
in the ffrave, with tbe promise of the x^urrection ; 
so I believe that bb soul was personally nldted X» 
the Godhead before the world was, and tbb makes up 
a complete person ; so thehuman body was soatain- 
ed, bat not tbe hufianity itself, till itwas concmed br 
the HolyGhost, inthetirgtn's wbmb^and so behela. 
iSrcofM%, He was reraded in the cveation of U|e 
worlds thougbnotas a mediator tiUaftartbeftll) aid 



t'illjlviore 19 aal<»r hb Aeth/as^ dM be «i^ 
ikraifeBt te ki order,, if the Ifit^ permite. 

Tkirify^ This M4o«eiliirtiiB mm errfeeled iit 
Chriirt, m Ut life and desCfr, asd a^ttM tiiae, w 
1ms been proved before ; but nore p«rtte«hirlVjOe<| 
was in dvist, lecoadfiiif the m&M wla MttselC 
Let vacoarider how God » maA t^ be reeoaailed^ 
ortore^neilelhewcaUiHrtohyiaeK Fir$i, What 
waa ihap reeoMkdtl^t They waa fecoaciied W 
CkNl. WasGodt|M»«af«aoiiailedrnieLoi#hell^ 
aie here in this depth(» IkiiowIahaH^cn»atkeja%* 
aietaits of tnaay i» this abo, bat I caaaot Mp il^ 

Krstf Let useoasider God*acad iwieadnii^of 
his SOB, wbkh as hia end wasdMwneia Adam> Ml 
io his end in Cfamfadyiiip. Mw m M. F<ir>d|^ 
flMsat I am cofae into this world, that ^beg wM&h sef 
aot ihMit see, and they that see uirhtbeaMMtar 
Wad« f et leha <; ie. ForGod aa liaved Oe waiM^ 
that he pent his imly beeotten saa« Iton.. ^ 9»' 
B«^ Qod coauneaded his tove te w aid a aa^ ia #»!' 
tKwe we wereyet sinners Christ died for as. "L John 
9. M. Hareliy pereeiye we the love of God, becaase^ 
he Jaad dowii hiaMfir Ibr as. By aft thea^ we m^y 
perceive that CMTs ead was dtvem% h^ever 
towaidb a^ world he reconciled to laiiself, it mB 
Ida love that seat oat his own son : Who then can 

idge thatGod w^ at enmity with this worki signi^ 

ed ia the text, aad so lovjiid them that he seat tha 
daittil of his soal for theai ? No, the ddoiriae ia 
tlwr, mt God never had aay aayer agamst tUa 
woridi ilgttiiied in the tetl, bit it was aa elfett dF 
Us to^ lo this worid, whieh was bk elect. 
* Ki^ It wiU appear If wa^Mto their nfclioii 
to Ub1| I mean befee the foUg aM so fHaee^dMly 

c 8 
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ip(HbcM4 tke &IV far H^e fall was a coa^equepce o( 

., his love to hisi soil Jesus Christ. 1 o^ed UQt jprov^ 

^farther^i (ox thqre are so man}^ im^v^rsal aprma- 

lives, that I am easy in it, for nothing can he denied 

of all these^ but it must derogate from, the g]o;ry of 

Christ ; s^that if no^e ean deny theci^c^ine iiithout 

robbing of Christ, 1 8h^\\ h^ content to be robhec^ 

9f ^yie ^ill (ha^ tit^^e that ^J ^^om^ T^U re<;aver vaj. 

^i^o^r in recoYering bis owa glQUK^ B,i^a. 11. 9fSj., 

J Cqr. 8. 6. Col. 1. 15, Iflj, 17, 18, 9 Cof . 5. 18. 

lohn 1. 3. Eph. 1. 9, 11. 1 say, the ialliiivas a can*. 

sequence of his lov^ to his son, therefore npt Uke^/ 

to, enkindle ^ enn^ity in lyn^, for without it the vess(els 

^ould n^t have held thi^t rn^i^cy unta which ihey, 

was pred^stifiat^, neither caii this, Iov« be J>y vir*. 

tue of cpyenanty the covena9t ^i|^t hjifk^ Ood'a 

i^thfuhiess, but .it coi^d not be the caime of his 

love, for it looks to n^e rather t|ie effect of his lave 

t^aa ti^ Clause of it ; I am bold in the Lord to say 

^b^t tt^ere w»8 something beyond thecoy^ant, wi 

thftt w.^8 the relation of his son to lum, of whom^ 

tiiey were flesh of his flesh, and bone oi his* b^pci^ 

Eph. 1^ 9Q, SI. For we ar^ memhers o^ hip bod^« 

Kesh 9f his flesh, and heme of bis bone. . For th^ 

^usc^sfailaUaiiian leave his father aw^ moither, 1^4 

^jc^ned i^nto his wife, and they twp shall be o)ie 

flf^h. $0. we see plaipj^. that the covenant is an 

f^A. of his love of relfi^p in Christ, ajid ^ ii^ 

^odt; ia if th^ l^ve that God b^ara to h^ aoa be 

Ihe isn^e lo(?e. to b^s t|9dy« then the fall co^Jbdj ne^ec 

^Ogf!? <l?94AoiibutaU his d/salii»gs wUb.bjs.sosi^^d 

bis bod} was all effects o£ hM» love ; but the f9Kmfr^ 

|i.«roe»Johiii7.dft.RopDu9'd«ua^ A^t^npi- 



%e able to stp&rftte us from the loVe <if Crod ^nhicli 
is in Christ J«su8 our Lord. I say; this was the 
apostle's judgment, persuasion, faith, and confidence 
that death . nor life, he had as good said Adam*ft 
disobedience, nor actual sin, nor all the tempta- 
tionig of the devil, oould not separate its (tonk the 
love of God, idiich lie has to Christ Jesus our Lord. 
If all things has beeki for Jesus Christ, it mul be so, 
this will stand the^est against all opposition. I 
acanaot say as many do, as though the tall had hap- 
)>ened unawaies to God, or through ignordtice or 
carelessnesA, l<^o\v if the fall was not ordaitied of 
'God, it must then have happened to God as a thing 
unexpected, through negligence or ignorance. &ift 
I return : I say, the first sight that £ve had of Adam 
iie was already iii covenant with God, and the first 
sight that Adam had of Eve, she was flesh of his 
ilesh, the covenant being made with Adam before 
she was taken out of him ; the first si^ht she has 
of him, ht is her head in covenant, he is her wis« 
dom, he id her taw-keeper, he is her minister, he in 
her strength. Now we have seen the shadow, S6 
was Christ made to us, 1 Cor« 1. 30. wisdom* 
jrighteousness, and sanctiiieation, and redemption. 
t say that the eoAreiiadt between Adam and Eve waa 
not the cause of his love to her. Let us now examittij^ 
their ubions. I^ri^, tadical, as one natute. $ec0nihf, 
vital, OQe life. ThirHy^ corporal, one bodly, 
\F<9UrfA^,f(0^deraUy, or covenant; all these relationi 
she had to Adam at first sight ; thus was sh^ niada 
meet for him, and prepared for him and him fot 
ber ; now follows a cotijogal union by marriage, lA 
order to a lawful possestiion. So Christ's l>ody 
beip^ hvman God creating of Adam (ot the elect in 
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liiii):iRra» b«t Ukhig m it wtre a rib out of him» of 
.ikt siMt jMliBPe, Uw same life, the suae body, a&d 
the 8am»:€««eBUt» £ph. 1. 22, 2a. jet remains a 
perfect oompleat person. 

If Cbiist mast hafe the pre-exnoienee in all thingsi^ 
lie must have this ; but the fiarmer is true. Col. 1.18. 
Now I say, it nvas neither Adam's possessing of 
Unre, aejther his covenant with her, nor his cove* 
nant for her, that was the cause of his love to her, 
but the effects of his love, as 1 have proved before 
£ph. 5. 29, 30, 91, 32. For no man ever yet hated 
his own flesh. But let us observe, that the covenant 
that God made with Eve in Adam was one thing, 
and the covenant between Adam and Eve was ano- 
ther, as we shall observe afterwards : But I say it 
was their being one body, one nature, and one h&« 
that was Uie' cause of his love to her, which appearr 
ed in eating, for he was not deceived, 1 Tim. 2« 14. 
Foir Adam was not deceived. What should be the 
cause of his eating thent Some think thai he did 
eat on purpose to be in the same condemned state 
with his wife, but that could not be, because she 
was not hidicidilv ^^andenmed till he* eat ; and | 
ckbserve, that Ooa chaix^ bim with hearkening to 
the voice of his wife. Gen. 9. IT. Now this voice 
'must either be peasuading or ministeriltl ; I am per? 
suaded both; doubtless she preached to bin the 
doctrine of the devU, and persuaded him as an apr 
jplication ; however, we see that her eating had took 
no effects upon him to cool his love to lier,iiotwith- 
standing what she had done^ till he had abied him*', 
fielf, Ae wasjbis own flesh still, his dwnjbody stOl^ 
ishe was Itfe of his life, nature ofhis nature, bod^of 
hisbadjir ; no he Mtfmlly loved her, hialove eo^Id 
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«ot decay or cetse, without hia .Jiainiie decayed or 
ceased ; evensoChrifttlovedynotfor any tUing outpf 
liis nature ; so Ihe fall nor the effect« of it, never 
altered his love* except their fall could have altered 
liis nature; theyjKece his hody, his nature] his life; 
yet their &11 could notilter the relation of Christ to 
ais fatbei^ aoI only in eoeauality of might, but in 
4;oessentialUty oflife« oneGod, as has been proved be- 
fore from Rom. 8. 38, 89. The doctrine is this, 
that the formal tinion, natural union, which his hu~ 
Jnan, and vital, which is one life, is the cause of 
.Christ's love to bisl)ody; fer look what was the 
cause of ChrisVfl love to his father, in the same 
order does he love his body ; for he being really both 
divine and human, he is highly concerned with both 
jiatiureSf for the ptomotions of both in his one per- 
son \ and as the fiaither's determinate will was, that 
Ae body of durist jphould eat, so it wxis the will of 
the body to eat, and Christ suffering' his body to 
fall fulfilled the will of both natures. 
, O^'. But you will say, if God did will the fait 
how could God say,. Becaiise^hou hast hearkened 
to the voice of thy wife? The answer to this brings 
me home agam to our matter ,; the doctrine is this : 

First, That the fall did not anger God, in intent^ 
for ihe fall did not go before the intent, but fol- 
lowed it. 

Sec* Neither was God tempted, for God cannot 
be tempted with evil. Jam. 1. 13. either to an intent, 
or nUer his love to its subjects, except the object 
(Christ) be removed. The premises considered, 
the doistrine i» this, thajt God wanted no i^econ«> 
isiUlilion to purchase his loye, though he wanted k 
JiMvfiil reconciliation. Now in order to thik the 
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oiFence of Adam, -which is mn, th« punidbm^nt to)r 
sLd, which is allonr actual sin, and die pimishaiefit 
of sin ^ich is gtiilt, was all laid xm Jesus Christ at 
once. But yoQ may ask me^ how was Jesus Christ 
clear of original sin being he was a man ? truly 
there are many reasons given to little purpose, 
however to me : some will say he was not begotten 
by man, and so not tainted with sin ; this answer ill 
but little to me^ for it is impossible that a man can 
beget more than nature, and sin is more than nature, 
therefore cannot be begotten : others say he was 
begot by the Holy Ohost, and sanctified in the vhr- 
gin*s womb ; I answer, sanctification is but an effect 
of non imputation of sin : therefore if he was 
sanctified, it rather proves that the sin of Adam 
w«s imputed than not imputed ; therefore no an^- 
swer for ail this that is said. 

Firtt, I cannot see but that if Christ had been in 
Adam« or counted of his f<ederal seed, but he muct 
have been under the sentence of death, or have had 
the disobedience of Adam imputed to him, and so 
consequently guilty of Adam's disobedience from a 
fcederal relation he had to Adam, so must with the 
other priests, Hab. 7. 27. offered first for his own 
«in, and then for the people. 

Secondly^ I ask whether he stood in need of 
iianctification, or no ? I know he was a Nazarene 
from his mother's womb, and separated or set apart 
to his offices; but that is not this sanctification; 
for this is an inherent sanctification we speak of 
here ; I say he stood in need of none, neither as 
being the foederal nor natural seed of Adam. 

Firit, He was not in fcederal relation to Adam ^ 
ibr if he had, be must have been peraojiidly guilty 



jot that dteobe<ti[ehce of AdatQ« so could not be 
^^nctified (>t recMiciled to God but bv jtistificaiioii* 
hi his bloody which is no less than blasphemy ; for 
if ther^ needed sanctification^ there newed recon- 
.cHiation. 

'Secondly, Neither needed he to be satitified as a 
natural seed of Adam ; for the enmity derives not to 
ns by geheration, else habits of grace would come 
jAiBjt way too. 

Thirafy, All the sins of Adam would be cum 
alsoy but it is but one ojBence, therefore imputed ; 
therefore if no sin is imputed, no need of sanctiftca* 
tion : but if it be demanded why Christ was not 
guilty «f Adam's transgression t I answer, because 
Christ was before Adajii, and Christ was not in. 
Adam« nor ia his covenant; but Adam wa3 in 
Christy and in bis covenant, of which Adam and bis 
covenant was a figure. Now for this great mysterv^ 
how sin was laid on Jesus Christ f which chiefly 
consists in this : 
^Ptrst, How sin was his. 

Secondly, How the punishment of sin wasexecu* 
ted upon him. 

First, How sin became his ; I suppose thia 
chiefly respects the suretyship of Christy therefore 
let us enquire what :he was surety for; and if my 
light be not darkness, ^e shall find many besides 
the saddle in this point also: Now I find that 
suretyship signifieth a bringing jox restoring a per- 
son again to the J^lace or person appointed, as in 
Gen. 43. 9. 

Secondly r When a man is bound to pajanother'«i 
ilebt, Prov, 22. 10. 
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. ntn%9 SonietiiBtt Aqf ue bound for their 
food bdiairiottitii Isa. 0* 6. Now jenro Ckrbt « a 
surely in respect of aU these in their respeetiye 
oiders. lint, he is a sure^ in respect of the 
first. I state thb doctrine^ timt the elect was 
stated m a covenant of life and death in Adam 
through the suretyship of Christ. That Christ is a 
eurety is not denied^ but of what is the mystery* 
I know it is common in every one's mouth, that 
Christ b surety of the New Testament, but I have 
some cause to fear there isliutiew that blows what 
the New Testament is* Now if we want sight, let 
us look on the figure 'Adam* ^^for there was great 
difference between that covenant that God made 
with Adam^ and between Adam and his wife* In 
that covenant of God.>with Adam, Adam -was her 
surety, if he kept himself he kept her; sio the 
weaker vessel has her life d^ending on the stronger ; 
so that what the serpent could not do to the 
stronger, he madethe weaker an instrument to do; 
and if man was so fortified rthat the sequent knew he 
could not force him, but by his false or unseason- 
able doctrine persuades the weaker to eat, so brings 
him under the cutse ; much less durst he attenipt 
Christ, but inclosed the weaker vessel to eat, so by 
that means brought the death on both the heads. 
Eve on her head, Adam on his head, Adam's Eve 
brought the deaUi onhim,.andChrist'a£ve brought 
the death • on him at one and irthe same time* 
Whether Adam was present when the serpent was 
reasoning with his Eve, or whether the seroent took 
her alone, vie have nodiing as I know oi but Gen. 
B. 6. And gave also to her husband with her, and 
ihe did eat. tit seems as if he had been present. 
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but however, wliether presestm abeeat, lie did, not 
use his ivisdomikQd power to uphold her ; doubtl^M 
Christ was not far off when his £ve did eat, but did 
not use his power, but left her» being sufficient of 
herself. Now for the matter. Eve bong in Adam 
when the law was jpven, as has been proved before, 
and so but one body; when Eve had eaten the flesh 
and bones, and body of Adam, had eaten, and 
transgressed, 1 Tiin. 2. 14. and Adam was not de* 
ceived, but the woman beins deceived, was in the 
transgressiou^ The faction is hers, but the offence 
is the man'9, »Rom» 6. For the man and woman is 
but Adam, Gen. 5. % Therefore when she had 
eaten, Adam had sinaed, and is under the sentence 
of death; but she was not till he had eaten, for 
there was no opening of eyes till he had eaten. 
Gen. S. 7. And the eyes of both of them were 
opened. Neither was there any knowledge of their 
nakedness till. then; neither was there any shame 
one of another till then, for there it appears the 
woman was guilty of bringii|g in death upon her 
head, because ^e Lord teUs th^.serpent, that the 
seed of the woman shall l>ruise„his head. Neither 
waa Adam.guiJty by i^ personal act of his own, yet 
he must have died for the transgression of Eve, by 
virluejof that Onenea 9he had with him, both b/ 
uature and foederally, or covenant. Neither did the 
sin of the elect make Cbii^t guilty by a personal 
act, but by virtue of oneness, both by nature and 
by foederally, or coveimnt-compact. Neither could 
£ve!s tuausgressiou ,make the posterity of Adam 
guilty, for she was not the head that belonged to 
Adam only, who was both her head and the head of 
M his posterity, but not in the same order or way; 
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for thougli Eve*s (ketionwas Adam\ yet if eiB tlie 
posterity of Adam had eaten, they could not hav^ 
laid Adam nor themselves under a judicable sen- 
tence of defltth ; for though Adam was head, both of 
his ^fe and bis posterity, yet the relation 'was 
different; for though Adam's wife and his posterity 
was in him whe9 ttie law was given, yet it was in a' 
different constituted way; for £ve was not made of 
any superj9uous member of Adam's body, but of a 
necessary part, and of so needflil a part, that he 
was but a perfect man with it, and imperfect wi1li<* 
out it; therefore Adam and Eve was but one per- 
fect man, neither before hex* being taken out of him^ 
nor after ; but his posterity or seed was the super- 
fluities of nature, so he was a perfect man without 
posterity, or he could not have had none ; so aisf 
Adam was a perfect man before he propagated, so 
was he a perrect man without, them. The doctrine 
is this, that the seminal relation between Adam and 
his seed could not make their eating his, suppose 
they had eaten, nor his eatiag to be theirs.; neither 
indeed could their eating have brought themselves 
under that sentence. Thou shalt die, I propose. 

First, How their eating conld not have ascended 
to Adam by generation. ' 

Sccondiy, If Adam's acts was his posterity, be- 
cause he begot them, and %q by generation, how was 
Eve guilty that never was generated? 

Thirdly, Why was not Adam's posterity guilty 
-of all his other acts as well as of that? 

Fouriklff, If Adams's acts was theirs by genera- 
tion, wh^ are not his posterity guilty of sdx the acts 
v«f their immediate fathers ? 
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Rfthly^ If acts waA "babits be conv^ed by g'eiie<- 
ratioti^ why are not all the acts of ^ith and grac^ 
m Adam and in our immediate fathers conyeyed so? 

Sij^hfy, If fbeir eating bad laid tbem under that 
jentence of death, how was Adam a head? / 

SeveuiUy, If be was not a foederal bead, bow 
^tafe all his posteritybom in sin ? 

ESghtfy, If bis posterity be not bom in sin« bow 
^otb all his posterity die in him, and many of tbemt 
before they have acted sin in their own persons? 

Till these things be answered, I conclude that the 
fifn of Adam cannot be ours by natural relation, nor 
conveyed bygeneratioii, but by Imputation ; neither 
is there the same cause fo^ his po^erity*s eating to 
bave redounded upon faim« as there was for bis 
wife's eating. I shall offer but one argument, and 
-Ibat is this: If the man was not without the 
woman, nor the woman without ^be man, then the 
4nan could not receive the law without the woman« 
ndtber could the woman eat without the man ; but 
the former is true, JSgro, Cen. 1. 27. Gen. 2. 7^ 
1 Cor. 11. 11. Iflt be objected, that the husband 
cannot be guilty of -the wrfo*s ^t^ I answer, that 
4bera never vras any husband and ^rtfo that bad 
that relation that Adam and bis wife (Christ on^ 
excepted :) for tfie mystery of Adam and his wife 
and Christ and his w]|e is 90 intermingled, that the 
mystery is so great, ^t it is inseparable, Epb. 5« 
32, though distinguished ; for (^ve has such a near re- 
lation to Adam, both by nature and byxovenant-con- 
.stitution ; that her transgression makes him guHty^ 
and yet leaves him jpnre in his own person, which 
was more than all the sin of his posterity couU 
,bave done.; just 1^ though the Lord woiddj>lainIy 
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shew na, tiiat wlie» Adam fell, and all ia Um, &■! 
there waa.a part of niaiikind that was so nearly re- 
late to Christ both by nature and covenant^'cuist^ 
tution, that their sin was reckoned oraccoanied 
his» 2 Cor. 6. 19. and yet left him pore'from any 
personal act of sin. So as Eve was such a type of 
the churchy that the mystery is inseparable; so is 
Adam and Christ so inseparable, that the one can* 
not be well seen without the other, from the pre-> 
mises the doctrine is this» that AJUim and Christ are 
the two crowned heads of all mankind, t suppose 
the doctrine in general will not be denied, but .per^ 
haps when I shall go down into particulars, I 
'question not, but the doctrine will be questioned 
enough, therefore let me prove the doctrine in 
general. At first, .Psal, 8. 4f What is man ? ver. 6, 
Thou madest him- to have dominion over the works. 
4>f thy bands, thou hast put all things under his 
feet» That this is spoken of Adam, appears from 
Gen. 1, 2a, That this is also spoken ..of Christ, 
appears from Heb. %. 6, 7« 8,^9. Now for Adam in 
particular* The doctrine is this, »that Adam was 
crowned with glory and honour ; this I suppose will 
go down too in general, :But now iet us enquire 
what clory and honour this was that be was crowned 
withal; he wm-wmntsd with the likeness of Christ, 
as has beta proved befon^ jvad that to have all 
thinn apbjapted under luoij but more particnlariy 
t)ie Qoctrine is this ; 

fint That Adam had the glory of having the 
heavens and the earth committ^ I obis will, wbther 
they diould ataad or no; for thb take Bom. ft, 
.at, J), 2a, 
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Mumiilf, HcbadthepowtttapaldllhewlMle 
ciMitioii in pRio attd trtvai|« was B<it this «Glarv? 
; Tkhrdfys He M the ^^ 4o have the jlife of 
ciroy cieatufe wider the heaveni subject to him. 

J^Mrl%« Which wm the greattf t of all. he had 
the s^bry of havttt|; the life and death of his poa« 
terity or mankind in hia hands, to duipose of then 
at his wall^ he could kill, he covld ke^ Alive. 

f^tfyt He had powertodrawall menalter him ; 
if he willed it he could drawihem all to eternal life ; 
if he willed he could draw them all to hell ; if he willed 
he could make them all righteous, or he could make 
them all siannrs ; he bad the kevs of death and hell, 
and of life and glory ; he opened and none did shut ; 
and he shut and none did open. Now was not this 
glory indeed ? and all Ibis ^lory .he had by virtue Af 
a constituted head; but this. is sufficiently «roved 
before. But I argue thus ; that If Adam s dis- 
-obedience did make us sinners, and .laid us under 
condemnatioQ, and brought in death^on all his pos* 
terity, then his obedience must have been imputed 
tojis for righteousness had he ob^ed, or the 
covenant had not been jceasonable^r just. But it 
may be objected, how was it a righteous covenant^ 
for • idl persons 4» he righteous or sioness by one 
man's righteousuesii or disobedience? I answer^ 
ttat the rigbteouauess of Adam must have been 
^eirs also. For if the coxenajit had required any 
other obedience than hisu it inight have required 
more disobedience than his* Now if one man's 
disobedience has made them alLsinneni, .then the 
covenant of life and djeath was madie but wUh one 
man ; but the former is ttue Rom • ^. 12, 13 14, 16^ 
Ifil, 17> 18, 19« Now if the covenant was made hut 
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wifh one niBii^ "tten tlMre was no mail <sould break 
it or keep it bnt that one man ; bnt tbe foriner ii 
true. Gen. 2. 16, 17. becodes what is proved be*> 
fore. 

The doetrinc b this, that none of Adam*s sons 
could or jCan be justified by any personal act of 
^theirs ; for their personal obedience or disobedience' 
was never fequired as the conditions of life or death,' 
upon which the judicable sentence of Sfe or dedth 
eternal should be passed. Bnt to clear God in this 
point of imputation, I answer, th^t the disobedience 
of Adam is the proper act of their nature, though' 
not the jmper act of their person, and so not im- 
puted to their nature, fbribeir flesh has eaten, but 
Imputed to their persons, and thatiusdy, being the' 
proper act of their flesh. So if Aaam had obeyed* 
his obedience had been the proper act of theij^ 
nature, and had been imputed to their persoiks, and 
that justly. Dogs may bark at the moon, but thiar 
will remain truth. My doctrine is4his» that Adam 
was crowned with all the glory that was due toman^ 
and so must have had all the honour from his 
ftmily, or all mankind, as he that should J^e honoured 
with the glory, 

FirH, Of meirhealtii, peace, 4iberfy, lordship' 
over the creatures. 

Seec^dfy, With the glory of their righteoumess^; 
holiness, acceptation, life spiritual, temporal, and' 
^eternal. Now as the apostle saith in respect of 
Melchizedeck, consider how great this man was, to 
whom the whole world must have brought theii^' 
glory too. We have hitherto considered the glory' 
iiikke man^ let us npw consider the glory of the' 
viomdXk, for she is the glory of the man ; and though 
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Tilie had n^t tbe'gldinr liiat Imt own persbtAl obfey 
^leaee hmt <dMot>e&ttice ikoiiUl mke her nghteovli 
'6r>uiitighteo<is in « judieabte Bentenoe, I melim to 
1>e justified or condemned hi aft toetefroal demth^yea 
«he amst have had poweroii^er her head>M lar ao 10 
foihig him under condemmition. But how i» tha 
mjriAery? 

JVr«f 9 I observe she was ia fte traastreM^n, 
1 Tim. 2. 14. but the oflRmce is Adam's, Rom. 9^ 

Secondly y She was ia 4he trangression, that is^ 
i^e hada hand in »t, andl^he Urst hand toii; NoW 
if We obsenie<Che apostle to Timothy, 1 Tiqi. t. lit. 
he will not suffer a woman to teaeh, nor nsttrp a^ 
thoVi^fO^r the man. 

Ffr«f, Because the man was first .formed. 

Seeondfyf Because the man was not deteiv^^at 
the wonmn being deceived, was in the transgressiott. 
I observe, that her being deceived was the istmse ^ 
her transgression, or goins out of bounds ; b^ Adam 
was^not deceived, thererore knew what he did, for 
deceit is in opposition to true knowledge; so that 
•Adam did 'eat vrith knowledge, botbjof vihat he did 
eat U for, and for what would come of«t;btttEva 
was deceived in both. Now, why Adam did eat, 
«haiM>e handled by and by ; but lobserve that Eva 
is part of Adaip's body, though not part of his per« 
eon; Eve transgresses, the bddy of Adam hat 
traniigrested also, but it was his person that was the 
substituted head of all mankind, so except he per*- 
aonaily sins his posterity jpai»i^Ot bo-sinners ; and I 
cannot see but if Eve had bjsen a part ^of his person^ 
as she was part of his body, but her disobedience 
must have been imputed to all her posterity as %vel} 
as nnto Adam. Enough has been said btfore ; but 
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ia oleAT it »oie. Wan Chriflt*« obedkace mpMA 
:io 118, vbA our diBobedtence ionpuled to hin in one 
eoveBwit<^ tiro ? If but one €oveiMuit» we.iioeA not 
w<mdc9r at this, fa»ag Adam mm a fig ave of him that 
;wa8 to CMie, Rom. d. 14. Nov let as enqake into 
4his mystery^ to w]bat end Adam eat» lieing he wan 
not deceived? Some may say be was not decMved 
by the serpent, but was deceived by his wife« I 
)Mi8wer, had he been deceived by Mis wife, that w&p 
deceived t^ the serpent, it badbetn all one; for 
lie had been .deceived by ihe serpent, though more 
vemotely; Eve by the serpent, and he by the ser- 
^nt through E(Ve, which had been all one; but he 
Mras. not deceived, saith the p^Mwtle, therefore he 
must tuKve eat. to the inteatment of the covenant 
4tBel£^ f 01? had he eaten to any other end but to 
draw hii «tfa aad all bis po^i^ity withhiin« hanmat 
have j>eea dcoai^Ked*. %[ow i^\iit 4^as not deceived 
then he -eat in > the full, iatentment ei the eote- 
^nittt bi^ ha was aot deceived* . JEJgra» if he 
oat via ^ull i^tentmcfl^ of the covenant, rhe est 
to draw all men alter him-. I^et us look to 
4he antitqpe Christ, John U. 321. And.I, if I be 
lifted up Rom the earth, ivill draw all men unto (or 
aftea) me» Why not as though he had aaidL the ml 
mmididwelltodisol^; todraw allmeaaftevhim; 
and I, why may not I oney, todrawall men after.me ? 
For if the kingdom of the devil i^onsisted in die one, 
Iha lUagdom of God in the other. But why skonid 
Adam &ao amtfilious to draw all men after him ? the 
aati^pe may yi^ jierve, John 17. 24. Father, I wiU 
that they also.|v|pom thpn bast gifcH me^ be 



i|ie where I apt;. that thqr may behold ma Aurj 
isdkich.thou hast nven me. So if Chijst had ^t 
4fU^wa all men mer him^ thai tficj m%ht be with 
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Vim. they coaM iierer !»▼• Men the f loir of hb 
caastitiited body, nor the glo^ of bk MOMtituted 
headth^. So iidan had he sot .pertoBmll^ eateo, 
he m^t have died for the tranigieMioB of hit body, 
but could not have made all men see the {^kwy of hi« 
eubetitiited headship; but he penooaliy eatiBg»haa 
drptwn all mea after hiiii» 1 Cor. 16. 21, 22. Row* 
5. 12. This ghMpy the devil laboam to obscure 
<2Coi:. 4. 4. iiom.6. 12. to the end) but both 
their glories will be maaifest at the last day, for 
eternal life is but the glory of the one, and etonal 
death 4^e glory of the other. So both these tab* 
atitpted heads was laid ia the laps of ^leiv constitu- ' 
led bodies, vihich as Dalilah betra}^ iheiai 4>otili } 
so that how great soever Adam's gl<»9 %a«, it imm 
ia the power of Evc^ to defiicc^ JLei nie iUustrata 
this of Adam and Christ with a ligfue^ forfiipf ^raii 
paiallel. I. chose Saoapson,. wt|Q v%as,aNazante^ 
Dalilah pressed him hard, or eainiestlyj to tell hef 
wherem* is great atieogtb^ Hath; b^ t-Ms her* that if 
they take to )A^^ him with sercn great withs that 
were ney/m^ed he ahouM be as another man, Jud^ 
16* 7. the Hebrew .has it, I should be a9 one^ 
signifiag, that as kmg as he kepi his Nraaartte's vow, ' 
he was iiu»aeihao oiie«lbatis, had the strength of 
more thav oae^ tbiit Ahia 2 observe, thM he tiiUa hec 
jipstfis imiiy gjreeB^niths 3^ he |md b>cks» and just 
as maiyr Aew jporda«ashe had locks; and he had just 
asmany kMsksas powersof the soul, which b reasoa« 
aaderstaadhig, -knowledge, judgment, swrnory, 
will and power to expieis itself. .Now couU the 
deneil liave provided Adam's l)alilab or Christ with 
any leflect act for .their oersoaal sins, they might 
havebeenboundi i meaathepoweipiftf tk^ himmt 
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#oiilft hsA teen fanperfeet^lbr it ift guilt dkat Weakenk 

S9^€/nMg^ Or i^oidd the €onl» tfiade or t^ftted, 
<»re«>iiMkCted bjr otlitrA» have bound them^ I metiti 
had the iittputatioD of the tmtisgfeBsicm of theit 
Dulilah iiiadeatty imperfection ia Hieir dotils, they 
Imd been unfit to have acted aft ptiblie heads ; for 
htiw could Adam sin in a proper dense if the po weA 
df hiji«oul had not been perfect t^'Beiides, he was 
not di^eivedy but sin must properly be a free choice 
of the Iree-wiD. One argument I offer, if Adam 
ftas not deceived, Uien all the power* of his flonl 
must bi5 perfect, but the former is true. Er^* 

UUrdtg, The weaving or bimMng of his iochft 
with the web could not bind htm or disable him; I 
mean Ihait though the perfection of everv power 
•ran required In ^e obedience of Adam and ChriAt» 
lliesepowersremfiitt inthairperfeetion. InChrisfA 
iibedience there was the pemolion of every power. 
§0 there must have been in Adam^ not imly in htt ^ 
M»edtenee» 1>ut in hit disobedience. For my part, ' 
I cannot see how his disobedience could be dip^ 
obedience proporly. Without the perfeption of 4ti<i 
poweM^ nor can I see how all hi9 powers could h€ 
corrupted, and his wHI free i nor can I see how any 
jbf \m powers could be impotent till he had eaten^ 
66m e tell us tiiat God created the will of men and 
angels free, but did not uphold the goodness ofthe 

win. 

' Ffrit; Query, VThat was that goodness of th^ 
lH& ? Was it tome created power in Adam to uphold 
his will good, or incline his will to good ? if so, then 
lue nnut iiave lost that before bis will tms fiee t# 
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was naturally inclined to good Qi: evil. 

Sfii^ondly^ Qr waa it aottie pQw«r i*^ €io4 ^ VP" 
hold his will? I argue farther, this powciir ndif 
either prQ¥(U9ed or miproipijif^; it ii|iproiniM» 
Adam could not pkad it;, ii* p(<>«uiwd» Qo4 f«iU4 
Ada]|;iLiii the &U, ^ut. 

Thirdly t 1 observe, diat he could not be boiin4 
till the Naaaiit^Yair w%i^ bfolieiH th|it W^tillhi* 
loeka wa^ cii^t^ aod ^t iKaa Qaitlhih tb»tdi4 ij( too ; 
how was this act of her^ii9||uted \ surely h^cautf 
he l«Lid his h^ and ^ommitt^ buvself in her Wp« 
For had his locks been pulled Qr ^«t off b^r ft>rc% 
his. stjceogth co^d ^oi hftv« depiyrtfd tiU hiA vow 
va3 bxo^eii. I h^y^ brought tMnx^aly for aoilHlftr 
\FatL09. Farth^r^ { observ^f^ thaitb^ di^tQ^HiQ^ol 
(i^ie l^twai^n ]^v^*s e9,%v^%, %pd A^hm'sh «i^t»9Vf^h# 
is coi^^wi^ed b^ h^ tra^g^qiaA^iV lihoui^mVm^ in 
his own person, and she v^ i^&d^si\^. rii^^mii ii| 
4^d94a> ol;»^4lltpcf^ th^Ml^hi^sj^er ip h^e^i^ Jjeost 
as Chris^t fr^^ thi^ ^1 to^ hin^ tMCJti^ Cil^iffg he^vimi 
tinder the eendemBation of his £v^*i| tr^iffsgtfsi^liH;^ 
though ii^r&^t, 19^ hU^flfAf, apdi s^e p««6^.tly 
righteous in his obedience, though % WAeiP* h^ h(l% 
aiclf, ^t. hpwj vjBHi thf^QkLT.wt^fi^t Sa^ts. jwM^d I 
But to. vetura; whiML^glory iM^iktM tto^ Rvc hM * ^ 

Ftr«^, She could not be a sinner in 1. jJIKfeiiMil 
sense i^h^* h iiji>hii»A w.9# riglitepiia,. 

Secondly 9 She could not be cofi4f|n||ij^ if %$$ 

TUrdiy^ Sh^ coi^^. n^fc b^ •^Wmk^ fm» m 
Gq^ ex^ep)^ l^e wa«,M»iriM}r. 
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f^^iti^. The wboie creatkm conM iiot>l»e mn/ti 
la hor» except'he branglit the cime upon hen 

Shpikfy, SHie^as reputed rig^tcoua, when Imb was 
asiiinen 

^ SewtU^, SheWM rightteoii# m% more glmmii 
ffigbteoustiessthan facv ewBr 

JS^Al/y, She needed no act of hen to eplitli Itr 
kit* 

NhUkhf, tUk irar ike mother of aB IMng* 
^ Tenikfy, She had Mthiif to do but to adariie 
her creator aad her huflhamd* 
' Ekfoentkh^, She was the glory af lltettaii, who 
it Ihe image of God« 

Tmlftkh^ She had Ae |lory to have Oe head 
sad lord of the whole creation laid in her kp ; I 
■lean ahe had the power mi or overhim, Oiat aagAi 
nor davik could not have any powe^ over. Let ua 
cMuiie how krtfae powerof Eveaxtanded on Adam* 
I wafl firat apeah n^atfvdy. 

Fhdf S^ had not the paiwr Mia^ he»oh«Kearae 
ahoaM be ktenaked-wiii^Ma peraonalohe dB a ac e ^ 
aa to any part of it. 

Sttrntifyp She had no power to make MiaLj^v- 
wffMBj wingiiiaoua. 

HkMiy; ShekMlaopowcr tohelpfaiaitobiar 
part of rtii r aihii— linn or deathiihe had teop^ 
MB imdar. - 

FamrMjft She iMid bd power la know good at 
evil. Gen. 9. 6; 7. 

FIfMf. ShehaAMtihe Mwertobrifef hkiin^ 
4ar copdenBatian by atff orheruito*aata. llBir 
poaiiivcly^.riie had power on him to bring VkiW^ 
dar eondemnatioft, den* tliat had tiiepawerofiha 
life and dcalli of bvOi tea aad hk p«iim^» mA 
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Aathad the power to mido t&e whole cretttmi* 
Ba1> let i» eHquive what power that was which Bhtf 
had, and how ahe eaiie hy it? I answer* it was not 
any internal power in her persotti nor any intria^ 
•ical power in her actions, but a cov«iant-censtita4 
ted power. Rev. 21. •» 10, 11. Come hither, I will 
ahow thee the bride, the lamb's wife. That she camef 
down Grom heaven, having the gtory of God. Now 
for the doctrine. 

Fhtt, That when Adam fell, the sm of the elect 
was not counted or impaled to them,* this .is snf^ 
icteatly proved before, but I enlarge ; I aah my 
opposer, had they been sent to preach to A^am m 
the garden with the comttissioii they .have, what 
would they have preached to himt 2 Cor. 6. 19« 
wether wonM yon say, that God was ki Christ, or 
God shall be in Christ ? 

Seeondfyf Ver.20. Wonld you'say^ we beseech 
thee in God's stead, for he hath made him to he sin 
for thee f or wonki yon say, for he wfll.make him to 
be «ia ferthee? 

IMrdTy, Would yon say, thatGodwns in Cbristi 
and wonM not imputed sin to*him? or that God 
wonki be in Christ, not imputing sin to Mm! Ihn 
^ one yon mosl have done ; if the Mrmer^ then Mn^shi 
must have hem imputed to Christ f or tettnntowha 
they was.impnted f for it must be imputed to soma 
one*or other^ either to the head or tothohod|y« 
I aq^e, 

Fmtii, If aui must be irapnted to Htm head or to 
the body, and if it he not imputed io the he%,. thna^ 
it mnst be imputed to the head; hnMtefMMtii^ 
Ime, abw the hitter.. 



|o the body, nmd if it w«3 solla iiie W«jd tilt 66 
••taaUy 4iQ4» ttM« A^m 99A «Ufrem Urn t«» Cbmtp 
tiMkt went to f Wiy« wont to gtoiy ivilh thoir mo an* 
pplodtothon. 

Xl<rd^ If Chri^l mkf .90^ m« bo nuiM be 
iMde puniokuneiyt foir oin^ 00 in vciiptiiro mb io. aome-^ 
^09 t9kon» or he wa» nwNio the eel of sii|» or be 
was made a personal sianer, or be Wf^i be laadi^ 
mOt hmg the tub^tiited bood of bis ooAslituted 
aimiag body.. 

Fim, It ia foolisbnAis t^ toy be waa nMido 
ponisbment* 

S^i^^ik^ Uioaaintosi^fbiopeaooikwaAAdaai't 

l^rtB^f It ill, Uwhomy to my be was fMr-r 
sonally a sinner, then he most be made sin by in* 
piitiMiot. HmI I been to preaieib to him vam the 
WPinlry I have, I woaU have told Adam» that 
though the aet w«p his prcim act» yet the oiieQce 
was Christ's, by virtue of Cbcist^s beuig a suBstitKr 
ted bout of a eoostitated b^kty, baa bimsdC bad 
met beeui, and that bewastbofigura of bi» that 
W90 to 009ke« I^et as see what the Prophet Isaiah 
iMd pro«ohed> that pfeached aboat ei|^t biuKbed 
vawnibefojpeGbmt.€ameintbo4esh; kaiab would 
taN»>pveaehed md tohl hum, as Chap. 9. 0« Uato 
im^.f h^ m hatn, mto us a sou ia gixea ; andohap^ 
6ft. Isahih might as well have preached tp Adam 
«i tm liiani » hia dtt^a* Yes. tb Adam, whes tbou 
bM^-teo m the guinea, thorn hid it Isoq bin that 
CiMMlopuliKsbtM»totbtts. V«iu44 9«ralylRbalb 
borne our griefs, and carried. oiarsoixiDwa.. Vea 
6. But he was wouaded for our traMfgrcsnons. 
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Ver. 8. All we like sheep have gone astray, and 
tfie Lord hath laid on him the iniquity of ns all. 
He hath borne, he was wounded, the Lord hath laid 
on him. How is all this to he understood but by 
virtue of a covenant-constitution ? Whoever op* 
poiTes the doctrine, must either say, that the sin of 
the elect was not imputed to Christ at all, or it has 
been imputed some other way than by covenant* 
constitution, or that the covenant by which their 
sins was Christ's was in order of contrivance after 
the fall. The two first I pass by, because they 
will not meet that opposition the latter will. 

Firgtf But some may say, what need you labour 
so much for this point, if we own that the sin of the 
elect was Christ's, by virtue of covenant-contract ? 
Is it not enough ? I answer, that ^to deny this, is ail 
one as to bring down the covenant in time ; for if the 
fall .was first foreseen, and then a covenant of re- 
demption contrived, this I say, brings down the 
covenant in time, f<^the fall must have time ; and 
if the fall must havejune, and the covenant of re- 
demption after the ftu, then the covenant of re- 
demption must be brought in lime ; and it is not all 
the pretences of thrusting it into eternity, that will 
avoid a distance between the fall and the covenant 
of redemption, by virtue of which the sin of the elect 
became Christ's. Now tell me whether I am 
beating the air in this point or no ; for if it be this 
covenant that constitutes a body of head and mem- 
bers, and this covenant cannot be settled without 
the fall, and the fall must have seven days at least ; 
so without eight days the covenant cannot be 
settled ; so from the eight day up to eternity 
Christ is not a head, fo/ he has no body, the body 

D 
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H no body, for it lias not a head ; 4Ms aiii$t Me« 
^essarily follow upon the denial of my doctrine. 

Secondfy, If the sin of the body of .Christ was not 
bis byand in 4his order^ the body of Clmst was short 
of Adari's. 

Tkirdijft If tny doctrine be- denied^ the body t>f 
Christ was not so secure as Adam*s. 
- Fourthly ^ H the doctrine be denied, Christ wa» 
not «, surety in the fall; but this 1 say, as Adam was 
head and surety of Eve, Christ was head and surety 
of Adam. 1 Cor. 11» 3. I say then as the apostle, 
I would have you know that the head of every man 
is Christ, and the head of the woman is the man. 
' Fifthly. If the elect was not thus secured in 
Christ b^ore the fall, then the elect was beloved 
out of Christ. 

Sixthly^ They was chosen out of Christ to be 
put in Christ ; the denial of Christ's suretyship in 
Adam's covenant lets in these absurdities, witli 
many others too tedtoas to name or mention, besides 
it supposeth a bridge over tjjiat gulph, to pass over 
Uron heaven to hell. Let, me comment upon that 
tent Luke 16. 23. And< in hell he lift up his eyes 
being in torment, and seeing Abinbam afar off) and 
Lasanis in his boaom. Why Christ is here called 
Abraham, both proves and illustrates the matter ; 
for Abraham was the head of a constituted body#^ 
and a type of Christ ; so that the bosom of Abraham 
here sign ifietli that covenaint, which as a bosom em- 
braced all his constituted body. Although this 
doctrine was, and is denied by him and others, in 
hell he lift up his eyes, and seeth I^zarus in hia 
bosom. Further I observe, that upon his desiring 
of Abraham to send Laz^us, Abcabam answers hun» 
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V. 26. that besides Lazarus having^ had his- evil 
things, and he his good, that there was a gulph 
fixed, so that they that was in that bosom, that 
would pass to the damned, could not, nor they that 
was with the damned, that would pass from them to 
that bosom, could not. 

Firgt^ I observe that the cause why there is no 
passing from out of that bosom to the damned, tior 
from the damned to that bosom, is not because 
neither of them would, but because there is a gulph 
fixed. Now what this gulph is, is the matter in 
hand. I think of all the depths of the mystery of 
the gospel, this is the deepest, vtz.the non-imputa-> 
Hon />f sin, so those that are in that bosom or coi[e'' 
nant, God would not impute sin to them, because he 
imputed it to the head Christ. Now if Adam, and 
all the elect in him, had not been secured by this 
covenant or suretyship of Christ, they might have 
gone or passed over, but Christ tells us that they 
could not althougli they would. ' I offer but one 
argument ; if none but Adam had power freely 
to try to pass out of tliat bosom, and could not^ 
^en he and all the elect was secured by that cove- 
nant; but the^ibrmer is true, Egro; tor who. but 
Adam ever had^he power of freewill ? or whose sins 
was ever the conditions of death but his? So we see 
that this is what the apostle saith, Rom. •• 6. So 
then it is not of him that willeth, nor of him that 
runneth, but of God that sheiweth mercy. Verse 1$. 
Therefore bath he mercy on whom he will have 
mercy. Rom. 4. 8. Blessed is the man to whom 
the Lord will not impute sin. Psal. 82. 2. Blessed 
is the man unto whom the Lord iraputeth not 
iniquity. Is not this the very unpassable gulph ? 
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lor who can pass to hell to whom the Lord im^ 
puteth not sin ? So I have in short confirmed the 
doctrine, that when Adam fell, he and all the elect 
was secured in Christ. I pass to the aext head ; the 
second doctrine is this,— that the constituted body 
could not be condemned if Christ was righteous, I 
mean not an essential righteousuess, I mean a 
righteousness which that law given to Adam, and 
on iMount Sinai was a form of. I offer this argu-^ 
ment ; if the sentence of death by the fall passed 
upon Adam, and ail the elect in him, did not 
separate them from Chris^ the point is clear, but 
the former is true, Rom. 8. 38, 39. 

Second^, If the promise of grace and life made 
to Adam, Gen. 3. 15. and to all the ele t, Tim. L. 1 . 
2 Tim. 1. 9, reigned through righteousness, the 
point is clear; the former is true, also the latter, 
Rom. 5. 20, 21. Adam and the elect ^ith him was 
righteous in Christ, when Adam fell, though Adam 
was a sinner, and condemned, and all the elect in' 
him. 

Third argument. If there be no condemnation 
to them that are in Christ, and if the elect chosen^ 
in Christ before the foundation of the world, the 
point is clear ; but the former is true, so is the lat- 
ter. 

Fourth argfiment. If Christ could not be slain 
without the sin and condemnation of Adam was im- 
puted to him, and if Christ was slain before the 
foundation of the world, the former is true, also the 
latter. Gen. 18. 26. Prov. 17. 15. Tim. 3. IC 
Exod. 2:3. 7. 1 Pet. 1. 20. John 1. 29. The point 
is gained, Acts 4 . 28. 
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Ftftkhfj The doctrine is this, that the elect cou14 
DQt be separated from God, except Christ was 
separated from him * I offer this to consideration. 

Sixthly ^ If the law was added that the offence 
might abound, then grace was not stained> nor at 
an end by the fall ; but the former is true, Rom. 5. 
2. Secondly^ If the fall did make way for ^race to 
run in its proper channel, the fall could not 
separate ; but the former is true. Isa. 42. 6. I the 
Lord have called thee in righteousness, saith the 
fatherto his son. As though he had said, I offered 
glory and honour to Adaoi, when I substituted him 
a head of all mankind, and had he stood he would 
have had the glory of being the righteousness and 
strength of his body ; but he having lost it willfully^ 
now I will perform my oath to thee, for the glory is 
thine by right, for as Adam^ was head of his body ; 
thou art head of Adam, and thy body ; thou art 
heir by nature, Heb. 1. 2, 4. Besides, he having 
lost it lawfully, 1 call thee to thy lawful rights 
Isa. 43. 23. I have sworn by myself, the word is 
gone out of my mouth in righteousness, and shall 
not return, that unto me (in the) every knee shall 
' bow, for I am the lord, that is my name, Isa. 42. 
8. I having power to give my glory to whom I will^ 
and my glory I will give to no other, nor my praise 
to graven images. And this Adam was no more^ 
Phil. 2. 10, II. Now let us enquire what this glory 
is, I think Moses will tell us, Exod. 93. 18. I 
beseech thee, saith Moses, shew me thy glory, ver. 
19. goodn<^ss, name, grace, mercy, ver. 20. face, 
chap 34. 6. The Lord God. Truth, Numb. 14. 17. 
power, greatness, is all on Paul in that of £ph. 3. 
14. For this cause I bow my knees unto the father 
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of our Lord Jesus Christ. Ver. 16. That he would 
grant you according to the riches of his glory. A^ 
though he had said, according to the glory of that 
wme proclaimed, the Lord, gracious, merciful. lu 
iiHMrt* as the taiher had said that he would give his 
.^ory to no other, so Christ received it, 2 Pet. 1; 17. 
for he received from God the father honour and 
glory, when there came such a voice to 'him from 
the excellent glory. This is my beloved son, hear ye 
faini, or in whom I am well pleased. For he re- 
ceived from God the father honour and glory, when 
such a voice came to him. This is my beloved son» 
hear ye him, in opposition to Adam and Moses. 
The doctrine is gained, that Christ was the proper 
channel for grace to run in. One argument more : 
if Christ has been the dwelling-place of all the elect 
in all generations, then Adam and all the elect 
dwelt in Christ, even when they was all in Adam, 
and Adam in his own covenant ; but the former is 
true, Psal. 96. 1. 2. This may satisfy that Adam 
dwelt in Christ before Adam was in covenant. I 
pass to the fifth head, the first, doctrine is this, 
that the creatures could not be curst, nor the body , 
of Christ, except Christ |;iad sinned. Come and see, 
for the truth of this appears in Eve, for the punish- 
ment of her eating was not laid on the creature, but 
upon herself. Gen. 3. 16. which consisted in these 
things. 

First, To the woman he said, I will greatly mul- 
tiply thy sorrow, and thy conception ; in sorrow 
shalt thou bring forth children, and thy desire shall 
be to thy husband, aivd he shall rule over thee. 
Whether he speaks this to her as the mother of all 
mankind, or as she was the mother of the universitl 
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chHTciTy U the question ; I aoswer, not the firsts my 
leason is, because the promise of life was made to 
her before ia the foregoing verse. StconMy^ Ber 
cause the seed of the serpent was distinguished 
from hers before. Tkirdfyt Because here is a re*- 
ttewiogy 6t a ratification of their marriage or cover 
wnty with new obligations to her diity» which none 
iout of the church have right unto. Gen. 6. 1, 2, 9. 
Horn. 9. 4. £ph. 2. 12. So it runs parallel with 
Christ and the church ; for though Adam was in 
covenant with God when Eve was in him,, yet he was 
not in actual covenant with her till she was taken 
out of him« and a distinct person from him ; so 
though Christ was in covenant with the' father be- 
fore liis body was dbtinguished from him, yet was 
•he not ia actual covenant with her till she was dis- 
tinguished from him. Now whether the covenant 
between Adam and Eve was bri)ken by the fall, is 
. « point disputable; but this I know» that if God had 
given them immediately the wages of their sin, their 
marriage had been nuliiied, with a vengeance. But 
here lies the point, whether they had broken their 
marriage knot, or whether they had lost all right 
to it and its benefits, and its ppvileges and bles - 
sings 1 1 boldly state this doctrine, that by their fall 
Adam and Eve lost for themselves and all theirs the 
benefit of marriage^ which is comfort of life, both 
spiritual and corporal, and privilege of lawful 
society, . to propagate children, till they have re- 
newed or ratified their covenant, after the order of 
that proinise* Seek the kingdom of God first, and 
all things shall be added unto you. If whilst they 
are without Christ they were aliens, that is, one of 
iwother kingdom; Col. 1. 13. and strangers from 
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the covenant of promise, tben they that are witb<hft 
Christ have no right to marriage ; but the. former is 
true, EgrOt Eph. 2. 12. it is a plain case, deny it 
who can, if all the promises of God be in Christ, 
then all that are without Christ can plead no bles- 
sing promised, neither corporal nor spiritual ; bat 
the former is true; 2 Cor. 1. 20 John 1. 14. Egro^ 
Now the covenant between Christ and his ch\irch» 
and that between the man and the woman, runs 
parsdlel ; but whether they be conditional or no, is a 
point very disputable if they run parallel ; if I clear 
the one, I clear the other. As for the covenant be- 
tween Christ and his church, some say it is a cove*^ 
nant of works, some a covenant of grace ; some say 
it is an universal initiate covenant, that took«n all 
the posterity of Adam ; b«t I shall exaqriine these 
shortly. Agam, some say, that this covenant was 
made with Adam, and Noah, and Abraham ; but I 
shall prove (by assistance) that it was not an univer- . 
sal covenant of works, nor of grace, that was made 
with Adam, nor Noah, nor Abraham. 1 shall begin 
with Adam. 

Fir9ty If Adam and his were denied the seal of a 
covenant of works, then no covenant of works was 
made with him after the fall, but the former is true. 
Gen. 8. 22, 23, 24. JBflro, 

Secondly y if Adam In his perfection could not 
keep the easiest cQvenant, then it was not to be ex- 
pected that he should keep it after the fall. 

Thirdly t If mercy and grace is revealed to hin 
immediately after the fall ; then it was no covenant 
of works made with him. 

Fourthly y If God could not enter in a covenant 
of works with him without falsifying his own word^ 
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Thou shalt die, then God did not enter in a cove^ 
Bant of Works with Adam and his ; but the pre- 
mises' is true, Gen. 2. 17. Rom. 5. 12, 13. and one, 
Egro, no covenant of works could have been made 
with Adam after the fal). Now let us see if it was 
the covenant of grace. 

Firsts If Adam received grace through the seed 
of the woman, then the covenant of grace w^as not 
made with Adam. 

Secondly, If the promise of grace be made to and 
through the seed of the woman, then Adam is ck- 
eluded from having a hand in the covenant of grace; 
* but the former is true. Gen. 3. 15. 

Thirdly, If the seed of the woman be dis- 
tinguished from the seed of the devil before the 
promise is made, then the seed of the devil is as 
much excluded as the devil himself; so no univer- 
sal covenant of grace is made with Adam ? but the 
former is true, Gen. 3. 15. Egro. Now if there 
was no covenant of works nor of grace made with 
Adam after the fall, then there is no covenant of 
works nor of grace made with Noah, nor Abraham ; 
but the former is proved, (except it can be proved 
that God has changed his constitution ; .but if the 
covenant of grace has been made with Adam, Noah, 
and Abraham, then is there three heads of the 
covenant of grace, which is absurd. I assert, that 
be promise made to Adam, to Noah, and to Abra-'^ 
am, was one and the same ministration, only 
clearer and clearer, as shall appear. I say, that this 
promise in Gen. 3. 15. the last clause, was the 
ministry to Noah. I thiuk one argument may serve 
if the scripture gives no account of any other even 
to the Apostle John's time, then- that clause con- 
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tained th^ miniBtry of the church in aD tges; buH 
the former is true, 1 John 8. 8. Tit 1. 9. Now 
being the ministry is but one from the Alpha to the 
Omega kt us consider what is contained- in it. 1 
wiU put enmity between thee and the woman^ 
meaning the church. Rev. 12. and between her seed 
tod thy seed. 

Firsts Here is election preached, which is stilt 
part of the devil's punishment. 

Secondfy^ Here is an enmity put between them, 
I mean between his seed and her seed, this is yet a 
farther punishment, and in these words is contained 
the church covenant; for if the Lord has put an enr 
mity between them, the seed of the woman, to 
whom the promise of life is made, can have nfo fel« 
lowship with the sted of the serpent ; for the Holy 
Ghost will uQt have them to have fellowship with 
devils, 1 Cor. 10. 11. Thus when Seth was born 
the church hod gotten another seed instead of Abel^ 
whom the seed of the devil had slain. Gen. 4. 25«. 
1 John 3. 12. And Seth begat Enos, then began 
men to call on the name of the Lord, or call then^ 
selves by the name of the Lord, Gen. 4. 26. From, 
hence the seed of the church was called the sons of 
God, Gen. 6. 2. Now the mingling these two seeda 
together brought deluge upon the whole earth ; so 
God began his church again, (but the enemy sowed 
his seed here too, which soon appeared. Gen. 9. 25.) 
with great amplification of its mystery, and con- 
firmation of its truth ; he amplified it in that he 
smelled a sweet saviour in Noah's offering, and, said 
in his heart, I will not again curse the ground for 
man's sake. Belike he had cursed it before for 
man's sake, but now for man's sake he would curse 



Two CroiinCd Heads. 6S 

U ii<y more. Now that he cyrsed the grotmd for 
maii*8 sake, read Gen. 6. 5, 6, 7. that he would not 
for man's sake corse it no more, read Gen. 8. 21. 
So that man was the eause of his cursing, and man 
was the cause that God would curse it no more. 
GospelKie this to Christ, the head of the seed of 
the woman, then we may see that the mystery of 
Adam's ministry was amplified to Noah, and all this ; 
neither the covenant of works, nor the covenant of 
grace. Let me vent out my rapture a little with the 
Apostle, Rom. 11. 33. O the^epths of the riches 
both of the wisdom and knowledge of God ! How 
unsearchahle are his judgments, and his ways past 
finding out. Now for its confirmatioii,. I mean the 
confirmation of the- ministry of the promise of life 
made to Adam, was farther confirmed to Noah and 
the church, by the bow, than to Adam. Gen. 9. 19:^ 
Now this bow was a confirmation of the ministry of 
the church, Isa. 54. 9, 10. They that can see no 
Aitther in this bow than barely a seal that God 
would never destroy the world more by water, may 
well be reckoned with those, Isa« 34. 16, 1^ 17'. 
I'lii'ire shall the great owl make tier nest, and lay 
ani) hatch, and gather under her shadow ; there shaU 
the vultures also be gathered, ever> one with her 
mate. The vulture, though a winged fowl, yet 
always looking downwards for . her prey ; the owU 
though she has great eyes, the light dazzles her 
sight. ' Read the other two Verses. What though 
the world be secured firom water by this covenant 
yet it is in dani^: r oi fire every da} . I say, that the 
ministry of tlit; church was farther confirmed to 
:Noah than to Avium; fur it is confirmed to Noah 
with a bow, ^v'oich signifieth an oath, as shall be 
proved; thou^^h 'I do not think that the promise 
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to Adam was without a seal ; but what that seal 
was is the question, 

Firsts I observe, that Adam was naked, before 
the fall as n^ell as after, but only they was not 
ashamed, because they knew it not. Compare 
Gren. % 25. chap. 3. 11. So they could not know 
that there was such a thing as being clothed. I 
observe, that they sewed fig-leaves together, and 
made themselves aprons ; but thb is before God 
came in the garden, so, doth all the sons of A^dam to 
this day ; if they caa but get a few leaves of quty to 
cover liieir nakedness, they think they .are prepared 
for God, come when he will; but to know the 
necessity of being clotl&ed they did not know. 

Secondly t The promise was not yist made, there^ 
fore their fig-leaved aprons could be no seal. I 
state this doctrine, that it is not all the works and 
obedience of the sons of Adam that can be a seal of 
the promise of life. I know I shall be opposed in 
this, but I value not, I desire but one argument, 
thus, if it be the promiser's prerogative to seal bis 
own grace, then the receiver of grace has none. I 
thought to have offered no more, but another offered 
. itself so dii^ectly to my service, that I cannot well 
pass it by. If a seal be to confirm the immuta- 
bility of the counsel of the promiser, then the re^ 
ceiver of grace cannot by atiy grace received seal 
the promise; but the former is true, Rom.. 15. 8. 
Heb. 6. 17. JE^o^ therefore it must be the pro- 
miser that seals. But I return to Adam ; I observe, 
that a&er God has given Adam the promise of life, 
and before he turns him out of the garden, and 
denies him the tree of life, which was the. seal of the 
covenant of works, he made them coats of skins and 
clothed them ; but bow what skins these was is the 
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question? I conceive that God prepared them him- 
self or instfucted Adam to do it, but I rather think 
that God inspired Adam to ofier sacrificee, and so 
clothes them >vith the skins of the sacrifices, my 
reason is this, because Cain and Abel offered 
sacrifice:^, and we do Hot read of any command they 
had. Now we must say they was commanded by 
God, or by imitating their father. Now if it can- 
not be proved tliey was commanded, it is the more 
probable they had i^ ^^^^ ^^^ father ; if there' 
be any proof for the command, let it be produced. 
I will be bold to say they had it from their father, as 
the seal of the promise oflife. I shall prove it by such 
consequences, that it will put the opposer beyond 
confiitiDg. 1 argue thus : if Abel offered sacrifices' 
the sacrifices must be significant, or its virtue must be 
intrinsical in itself; but the former is true, . Gen. 4. 
4. If Abel offered sacrifices by faith, he must be- 
lieve in the thing signified and sealed by his sacri- 
fices, or in its intrinsical worth and virtue; in its in- 
trinsical worth and virtue it was not, for then Abel's 
offering, and Cain*s, had not differed. 

Secondly, Had Abel believed in the intrinsical 
worth and virtue of his sacrifices, he had trodden 
the promises oflife under foot, therefore he offered 
it as the seal of the promise of life mdde to Adam. 
Now oppose who can. So I say Adam and £ve 
was clothed with the skin of their sacrifices, as a 
seal of the promise, yet the promise or ministry 
was further confirmed to Noah, for that was con- 
lirmed by oath. It is true we have no account of an 
oath in Genesis, but only of a boW in the cloud, 
yet Isaiah tells us that God swore, Isa. 54* ^ For 
this is as the waters of Noah unto me; for as I have* 
sworn that the waters of Noah should no more go 
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oyer tho toaTth, so I have sworn I wouM ^ot b» 
wroth with thee nor rebuke thee. I obserre that 
word thu^ for this is as the waters of Noah. 
What this? this that he was going to say. for I have 
0WOI11 that the waters of Noah shall no more go 
over Ihe earth, so I have sworn that I wiN not be 
wroth with thee, nor rebuke thee. He swor^ to 
Noah ihat the waters should no more go over the 
earth ; but to whom he sware that he would not be 
wradi is the question. Not to Noah, for then there 
needed not to have been his and so. I state this 
doctrine, that the one is the original, and theother 
an abstract or copy, the thing is plain ; but which 
is the original ia my matter in hand, I answer, that 
God had sworn that he would not be wroth with 
that thee, before he did swear to Noah, that the 
waters should no more go over the earth* Now 
this thee, must either respect a singular person, or 
asingular body ; if we say this thee, respected only ) 

the singular person of Noah, then it had been in 
vain for God to have comforted hb church with an 
dath, in which, they was not concerned. 

Secondly, If that tkae, was a body that God 
swore to Noah for that he would not be wfotb with, r 
then I ask the bigness and substance of that body? 
If uniyersali 6^ iiiust be forsworn to Noah, in 
any that perishy for they cannot perish without 
wrath ; if a particular body, then every particular 
lierson of that particular body mnst believe that 
God must lie to Noah, if he be angry with them, and 
so make Noah the object of faith. But one argu- 
ment more. If it wasa peculiar covenant with Noah, 
then must every one that are saved have such. a 
peculiar oath made to them. Let an^ of those that 
are of this judgment piodttcetlienr witness. 
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WHEREVER you read in this book, fJbT Me 
Author ig speaking of the human nature 
^ Christ, or our nature m him (as in page 19, and 
other places) when he is speaking of the human 
nature of Christ being set up or taken into relation 
to God, or in personal union to Ood, it respects his 
esteem, or honour, or offices, or his names Or powers 
that he had or has byHrtue of the eavenani between 
him and the Father, as being head of his. eatsetituted 
iodg-, not that his human nature was created, as is 
proved at large in page 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 
75. For consider an essential relation and a cove- 
~ fiantal one. If you want light, look upon the 
Jigure Adam, for there is a great difference between 
the natural relation that Eve had to Adam, and her 
€ovenant relation to him, you know he runs the two 
crowned heads paralleL 



*«* TIIE Fablisher begs leave to inform the Subscribers 
and other readers of this work, that the many grammatical 
Errors which they will meet with in it, are not owing to any 
tvant rf attention on his part, he having faithfully adhered to 
the language of that copy of Davi^ Culy's WoBks, which 
was put into his hands. 'i 
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